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AN Anſwer 7 a «tip Pamphlet, 


T:6T Wik KD.» 
Obedience and Sabin to "the. Preſent Government, 


Demonſtrated from B*Ovex aus Convocation-Book. 
-' Wt TO 
A POSCRIPT in Anſwer..to Dr, SHERLOCK'S 
Caſe of Allegiance. 


- H E Apitiae for Introdu- 
Ction begins with charg- 


Ig the Non - Swearers 


with Malice or Ignorance, 

for reproaching thoſe of 

the Church of England, who have ta- 

ken the Oaths, with deſerting their 
Principles. - 


Perhaps the. Author thinks it a ye- 


ry malitious Thing iti therti,tobe depri- 


ved of their Livings and Preferments, 
(for what other Inſtances of Malice 
they have been guilty of I carinot de- 
viſe.) Well, it was ſpightfully done 
of them to loſe their Liveli:oods, and 


in ſuch a refle&ing manner;to reproach 
thoſe who ſwore, and kepror advanced. 


theirs: Whereas they might have'ta- 
ken the Oaths, ' and'if they: could'not 
with a+ good* Conſcience; at leaſt they 
. ought to have done- 14,00 ſave the Re- 

putation of their Brethten, The other 


Branch of the: Charge is 7gnorance, and: 
if by that the Author..means:, Thar 


they do: not know; but thoſe have _ 
ſerred their Priveiples; for: my. part, [ 

confcls the: Fat,” T am;thus ignorant, 
and 1 wonder when we- ſhall be better 


inform'd. | They have often been called 
upottoſtiewithe Confiſtency. of their. 


prefem-Pradttices, either with-the Ge- 
neral Principlesof+che Church of E1- 
- gland; - or withitheir own'Principles 
Herecofore; but: they will not youchſafe 


to do it. - And for any .thing this Au- 
thour, or any -other-hath -faid, we are 
ſtill like ro be 'kepr. in Tgnorance. 

- We confeſs plainly,we have not Skill 
to reconcile them, :and we-watit their 


help, and If they will-not afford It us, 


and reconcile them themſelves, whoſe 
Fault jt is ? Tis-true, they are not ſpa- 
ring ol- Arguments, taken out of Par- 


ſors the Jeſuire, and from the Rebels in 


the Year 42. and from the Adyocates 
of Cromwell's Uſurpation. ; Theſe we 


.meet-with in every -Pamphlet,: butiwe 


hope we: may be. pardon'd,. if we do 
not take theſe, for Principles of the 


. Church of England, and a Nan may 


look his Eyes out, before he can find 
any Qher; and this, Author is the firſt 
that ever pretended-'to. rogues any 
publick AQ of che Chucch of Zngland 


in'fayour. of ſuch Profle, ao! how 


fairly he hath done it, we 
and by. 

-'In rhe mean time;if what he alle ges 
from thence were true, (as-it is nor, ). 


all ſee by 


It will by no means juſtifie chem; for 


ir 15 at beſd but a pretence taken upat- | 
ter the Fa&. :Andas a ſubſequent Law, 
cannot condemp, ſo neither can irjuſti- y 
fie a. FaQ preyjaus-to it. , And T-pre= 
ſume rhere 1s tor one.ſingle Perſon, bur, 
what had takey'the Oath, either before 
the-publication of the Convocation-Buok, 
or without aby: reſpe& to it: So har 
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whatever the Senſe or Authority of #| 


thar Convocation may be, it ſignifies no- 
thing to juſtifie or excuſe the Proceed- 
ings of thoſe who knew nothing of 1t, 
nor aged with any manner of refe- 
rence to it. Let them ſhew any other 
publick AR of the Church, any Opin'. 
on of one of tte approv*d Sons of the 
Church of England, the Prattice of any 
one that own'd her Principles, in fa- 
your of the DoQrines they now teach, 
and the PraRices they now follow, and 
then they (ay ſomething : Bur in vain 
do they pretend to juſtifie themſelves 
from a Convocation-Book, when they 
had done the Fa& before they ever 
heard of, or ſaw the. Book they pre- 
rend to juſiifie themſelves by. This Au- 
thor talks of Demonſtration from this 
Book, bur it concerns him, and others 
that call themſelves of the Church of 
England, to demonſtrate it from ſome- 
thing elſe, or they can never ſatisfie 
their Conſciences, that they have a&ed 
in Conformity ro the Principles of the 
Church of England ; for thoſe who had 
done the Buſineſs long before, can ne- 
ver ſhelter themſelves by any Proofs 
raken from this Book, if any ſuch there 
be, and whether there are or no, we 
come now to examine. 


- The Authour ſays, That be Lays down 
the Dottrine about Government and Al- 
legiance un four Propoſitions, extratted 
out of the Convocation-Book , to which al- 
moſt the whole C ontroverſie may be reduc'd. 


And they are theſe: 


T, That the Powtr of Kings was 0- 
Hginally Patriarchal, Derived from God, 
and not from the People. | 

2. That Deſcent, in Hereditary Kzng- 
doms, is the Ordinary way whereby a Right 
and Title to the Crown 3s clazmable. 

3. That no Violence is to be uſed to 
Kings from their own Subjects, for any 
irregularities they commit. 

- 4: That baving Sworn Allegiance to 


« Prince, we cannot, without the dread- 


(2) 


ul Guilt of Perjury transfer our Allegi- 
ance, wnilſt he continues to have an Au- 
thorztative Right and Title to the Crown. 


Now *tis to be remember'd, that 
the Authour ſaith, that thefe four Pro- 
poſetions are extrated out of the Con- 
vocation- Book. [ ſuppoſe he does nor 
mean, That they are all there, in (6 
many Words, (for that is not ſo, ) but 
that he hath in them delivered the 
ſenſe of the Convocation abour Gy- 
vernment and Allegiance; and whether 
he hath faithfully done ſo,ts the ſubje& 
of the preſent Enquiry, And I ſhall 
ſhew, and {fince the Author fs delight- 
ed with the word) demonſtrate, That 
he hath omitted many things that are 
material, and pertinent to the preſent 
Controverfſie abour Government and 
Allegiance. Thar what he hath drawn 
up into theſe Propoſitions, he hath in 
ſome of them (if-not in all) curtaiPd 
and diminiſh'd the full ſenſe of the 
Convocation, That, aboye all, by ad- 
ding words and Limitations, and Glo(- 
ſes, and Explicarions, he hach deſtroy - 
ed the Text, and perfe&ly corrupted 
and perverted their Senſe: 1 ſhall ſhew 
this in examining the particulars. 


The firſt Propofirion I ſhall examine 
laft, becauſe che Authour builds upon 
It, and ſays, it 3s the Ground- work of 
the whole Diſcourſe, and gives occafion 
tor Enquiry into it afterwards. 


The ſecond” yropoſition is thus in 
the Authour : That Deſcent, in Hereditary 
Kzngdoms, is the ordinary way whereby 4 
Right and Title to the Crown is claim- 
able. And that we may be ſure not to 
miſtake him, he adds, I ſay, #s the Or- 
dinary way : But 1 ſay, that Ordznary 
way is his own, and not in ther Text, 
nor can be made out in the ſeneſ of the 
Authour: For though there may be 
ſome extraordinary ways in hereditary 
Kingdoms, that may give a Right and 


Title to the Crown, beſides Deſcent , as . 


God's 


P. Go 


(3 


Ap- 


God's particular Nomination-and 
pointment, the Extin&ion or Submiſli- 


on of the Right Kelrs, Yet the Au- 
thour's extraordinary way Is none of 
them: For though in explaining this 
Propoſition he tells us, (according to 
the Convocation,) that the Lord may 
and is able to overthrow Kings, not 


withſtanding any Claim, Righr, Title, 


VP. 14, 


or Intereſt, that they can challenge to 
their Ringdoms; yet if he be conli- 
ſtent to himſelf, by all this he means 
only God's permiſſive Providence, 1n per- 
mitring another Perſon to take Poſle(- 
fion of the Crown : And then T ſay a- 
gain, that this is not the Senſe of the 
Convocation, but the contrary; and 
let any Man read the ſeventeenth Ca. 
non of the firſt Book, and he wlll ſoon 
be ſatisfied. If any Man ſhall affirm, 
That the Kingdim of Judah by God's Or- 
dinance going by Succeſſion, when one 
King was dead, his Heir was not 3n Right 
their King, ( howbeit by ſome Athaliah 
he might be hindred from enjoyning it, ) 
or that the People were not bound with- 
out any farther circumſt ance , upon ſuffs- 
cient notice of their former King's death, 
to have obeyed his Heir apparent, as thier 
Lawful King, he doth greatly err, 

From whence there is nothing more 
plain, than that the ſenſe of the Con- 
vocation is, that notwithſtanding any 
Uſurped Poſſeſſion of che Crown, and 
ſuch as Athaliab's was, (which continu- 
ed ſome Years, ) the People were bound 
to pay Obedience to the right Heir, as 
their lawful King. And then I wonder 
what becomes of Poſſeſſion, and permiſ- 


| fue Providence: And before the Au- 


thour can demonſtrate otherwiſe, he 
muſt firſt demonſtrate this Canon, and 
a great many other things out of the 
Book, Bur of this more hereafter, 


The third Propoſition is, That no +- 
olence is to be uſed to Kings jor any Irre- 
 gularitzes that they commit. This does 


not fully expreſs, the Senſe of the Cone 
- vocation, bur the Authour's Comment 


) 


deſtroys ir, The Authour, in explain- 
ing or proving this Propoſition, ſays, 
For the Dofrine of Paſſive Obedience to 
a Government eſtabliſhed by Law, (then 
by the way, there js no Paſſive Obeds- 
ence due to a Government not eſtabli- 
ſhed by Law, ) whether the Prince be 
limited, and ſworn to govern by Laws 
choſen by the People, and enafted with his 
Conſent, or the Prince be abſolute, and 
his will ſufficiently declared, be the Law, 
#s of abſolute neceſſity to the Support of 
any Government, From whence, it 
ſeems, that the Authour hath gor Mr. 
Fobnſon's Paſſive Obedience, and limits 
ir to the Zaws, and not to the Prince; 
And if ſo, this is not only a plain Con- 


tradition to the Convocation, but ro 


his own extra&ed Propoſition ; for 
that is, That Kings are to receive no 


Violence from-their Subjeas for any 11. 


regularities they commit. Now though 
Irregularities is a fine word, and nor fo 
the Convocation, yet I ſuppoſe the Au- 
chour does not mean leſs bo than 2 
Prince aRing and governing againſt 
Law, eſpecially joyned with thar Uni- 
verſal, for any Irregularities they com- 


mit. And then I aſſume, that Paſſive 


Obedience 1s due to a lawful Prince, 
notwithſtanding, and upon his a&ing 
and governing againſt Law, And this 
Tam (ure is the Senſe of the Conyoca. 
tion; and if the Authour cannot tell 
how to extraQt this Propoſition, I have 
been ſo civil as to extratt it for him. 


The fourth Propoſition is, That he- 
ving ſworn Allegiance to a Prince, we 


cannot, without the dreadful Guilt of 


Perjury, transfer our Allegiance, whilſt 
he continues to have an Authoritative 
Right and Title to the Crown. 
would gladly know, from what place 
of the Conyocation-Book this Propo- 
ſition is extra&ed. The Print refers us 
ro Canon 36. but there Is nothing in 
that Canon of Oaths or Allegiance, and 
therefore that I ſuppoſe is the Errour 
of the Preſs, and it ſhould be Car. 30. 
where 


Now I 


Po 5o 


Ibid, 


where there is ſomething of it, but not 
one word of the Authour's Limitation 
6f the Continuance of an Authoritative 
Right an1 Title, bur the contrary. Jad- 
dus, when Alexander ( having over- 
thrown Darius ) ſent to him to aſſiſt him 
in his wars, and become Tributary to the 
Macedonians, 4s he had been to the Per- 
fians; return'd for Anſwer, That he 
might not- yield thereto, becauſe he had 
taken an Oath for his true Allegiance to 
Darius, which he mght not lawfully vie- 
late whilſt Darius lzv'd, Now I ſuppoſe 
that whilſt Darius [zved, js not whilſt 
he ccn:inued to have an authoricative 
Right and Title, and he muſt have an 
extraordinary Faculty at Demonſtration, 
that can demcnſtrate them to be the 
fame; and beſides, the Convocation 
ſuppoſes that Darzus had nor at that 
time that Authoritative Title the Au- 
thour mentions; for they tell us ex- 
prefly, that this was when Darius was 
eſcaped by flight, after his Army mas di(- 
comfited: Add therefore once again I 
defire the Fayour, that the Aurhour 
would tell me, where he had this 44- 
thoritative Right and Title; for there is 
not one word of it in the Convocation 
Book, nor any thing like ir. T know 


the Authour is reſolved to have ir, and 


therefore preſently adds, 7 ſay Authori- 
tative Right and Title, Well the Au- 
thour may ſay what he pleaſe, what Is 
that to me, or to the Buſineſs? The 
Queſtion is nor what the Authour ſays, 
but what the Convocation ſays, The 
Authour perkaps may think ir better to 
rransfer his Alleglance to any Power, 


- than to be bound up by his Oath; and 


if-he like it, he may enjoy his own hu. 
mour ; but then let him not father this 
upon the Convocation, and make them 
fay what they 'nevet intended, nor 
thought on. The Authour goes on, 
The Caſe may ſo happen, that thiſe being 
ſeparated, the Claim of Right, without 
the Authority, cannot challinge our Alle- 
giance. The contrary to which Is as 


expreſly deliyered and aſſerted by the 
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Convocation, as any thing can be, as ſit. 
the Caſe of Foaſh and Athaliah, (Chat; 
and Cay, 23.) where, notwithſtanding 
7oaſh had none of our Authour's 4= 
thoritative Right and Title, and had 
only Claim of Right, Without the Au- 
thority, **Yet when 7thozada called the 
« People together, and being acquain- 
«ted with the Preſervation of their 
« Prince, they alt rogether by a Cove- 
«© nant acknowledged” their Allegiance 
{« to him, as unto their lawful Ring ; 
and jn conſequence of that flew A4tha- 
liah the Uſurper. And the Convoca- 


tion adds, That ©'In all the proceſs of P.41:42, 


© which aRjonnrott ing was Cone which 
« God himſelf did not require at their 
< Hands; and the Reaſon of this they 
*« olive, 7oaſh, their late King's Son , 
«being then their ovly natural Lord 
*and Sovereign, although Athalia» 
6 kept him' for ſix Years from the pol: 
« (efſion of his Kingdom. 

This is platn enough, and'needs no. 
farther inſiſting on ; and what.Opinjon 
ſoever our Anthour may have of his 
own Notion, That the Claim of Right, 
without the Authority, cannot challenge 
Allegiance: Yet 1 hope he will hereaf- 
ter be careful how he aſcribes ir to the 
Convocation. I am contented to own 
with the Authour, That the Caſe may 
ſo happen, that Authority. (in the Au- 
thou:'s Senſe) and Right may be ſepz- 
rated but the Queſtion js, whether A/. 
legiance may be ſeparated from Right 
and transferred to Authority without 
Righr. That the Authour does, but 
the Convocation never aſſerted: Ic is. 
plain 1n the foregoing Inſtance, Thar, 
according to the Convocation, Rigtit. 
without Authority may and ought to. 
challenge Allegiance; and it is as plain 
from the ſame and other Inſtances,thar 
Authority without Right cannot cha]- 
lenge it. There are indeed ſome In- 
ſtances of transferring Allegiance,men- 
tioned and juſtified in the Convocation. 
Book ; and our Authour, and (ome 
others,preſently conclude fronr thence, 


Thar 


That they Juſtifie paying and transfer- 
ring Allegiance to any Perſon poſleſſied 
of Power, though without Righr, nay, 
againſt jr, And this is a fundamenral 
Miſtake, and ariſes for want of conſi- 
dering, That 1n theſe Caſes the Convo- 
caon never requires, nor juſtifies rhe 
transferring Allegiance, bur only where 
rhe Right is transferred hikewiſe, Thus 
in the Caſe of 7ehy, the Convocation 
expr. {ly aflerts, That 7ehy was the law- 
ful King, and Foram was then his Sub- 
ject ;, (2. e.) rhe Right was ir 7eh4, and 
not 12 Foray, Soaiſo of 4hyd, when 
he was authoriſed to kill the King of 
Eglon;, he was firſt made a Judge, 
Prince, and Ruler, and the Convoca- 
tion ſays expreſly, That ** Ic 1s not 
' © Jawful for any Perſon whatſoever, 
© upon pretence of any Revelation, In- 
© ſpjiration, or Commandment from 
« God, either to rouch the Perſon of 
«© his Sovereign, or to bear Arms a- 
<« oajnſt him, except God ſhould firſt 
« advance the ſaid Perſon from his prt- 
« yate Eſtare, and make him a Ring, 
So that *cjs plain;in the ſenſe of the Con- 
vocation, there was firſt a Right before 
Allegiance became due, and they chal- 
leng'd Allegiance only by virtue of that 
Righr. . And the ſame may be ſaid of 
their Submiſſion and Obedience to the 
Babylonians, the Perſpgans, Macedonians 
and the Romans, all mentioned and ju- 
{tified by the Convocation- Book, theſe 
reſpe&ive Governments had a Right 
of. Government over the. Zews, though 
not inthe ſame manner with the for- 
mer by God's expreſs Noaminatlon, yet 
they acquired a Right by the Submil- 
fion and acknowledgment of rhoſe, in 
whom the Right was; And for the 
Proof .of this [ ſhall look no farther 
than our Authour, who tells us exprel- 
ly (pag. 8, 9.) That the Kings of liracl 
and {udah became not only Tributary out 
Subjes to the Kings of Babylon. And 
then I wonder what the Authour means 
by Saying upon this Propoſition, (pag. 
5+) Toat the Claim of Right without the 


ſ) 


Authority cannot challenge Allegiance, 
zn the Caſe of the Kings of Iſrael and Ju- 
dah, that were led Ceptive by the Babye 
lonians, who they ſurvived in babylon; 
and fome of them ont” of Cor. finement. For 
whar if they did ſurvive, and whether 
they were in, or out of Confinemenr, 
yer, being Syubjefts, what claim of Righr 

had they ? And the Authour himſelf 
ſays, thar, being Subjeft1, whatever other 
duty might, ytt Allegtance could no way 
be due to then z. and. what Right ſoever 
they might have before, by becoming 

Subjefts, they had tr.nsferred ir to the * 
King whoſe Sybjets they were ; and 
that with the Submiſſion of the People 
I hope was ſufficient ro make a Righc 
in thoſe Priaces ro that Government, 
and 1n conſequence of that Right to 
make Allegiance to become due :- So 
that however the Authour may con- 
rradiCt himſelf, ir is plain in all the 
Inſtances the Convocation mentions 

and juſtifies, Allegiance followed Right, 
acd not meerly Poſſeſſion, or (as our 
Authour calls it) Authority, 


Its obje&ed from 7oſephys, (L. iT. 
C. 8.) That (whatever be might anſwer ) 
Jaddus afyally became a Subjeft to Alex» 
ander while Darius was alzve, and alſo 
beſore he was totally and finally ſubdued: 
For Joſephns tells us, that afier the ta- 
hg of Tyre, Alexander being diſpleaſed 
with Jaddus's Anſwer, came direttly to 
Jeruſalem, pon whoſe approach Jaddus 
in his Pontifical Attire mtets him, and 
ſubmits to him, and Alexander, znſtead 
of executing his revenge, falls down be- 
fore him,.. as having in a Viſion at Dio 
ſeen a Perſon ſo attirea, &C, 


To this I anſwer, 
I. That the Story it (elf is very ſuf-. 


p irious. 


IT. If it were. true, it would not 
proye what It 1s alledged for, . | 
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7. The $tory is very ſuſpicious, up- 


- on theſe two Accounts * 


1, No Authour, beſides 7oſephus, 
and thoſe that had it from him, men- 
tions or takes notice of any ſuch thing. 
There is not the leaſt footſtep of it 1n 


' Diodorus Siculus, or Plutarch, or Quine 


tus Curtius, or Arian, or fuſtin, all 
very good and diligent Hiſtorians ; and 


: (to fay the Truth of them) every one. 


of them a more creditable Authour 
than Joſephus. Diodorus Siculus was 
much nearer the time, and wrote 160 
years before Foſephys, and each of them 
gives 4 puntual account of the whole 
'Progreſs of Alexander, and yet not one 
word of 7addus, or Jeruſalem. Now 
jf it were true, as 7oſephus records, It 


4s as memorable a paſlage as any in the 


whole Expedition; and it is a ſtrange 
thing, that thoſe who are ſo punRual 
as to rell us of his wanting Sleep, of 
his Dreams, and of his taking Phyſick, 
ſhould yet pretermir, and filently paſs 
over a thing every way ſo remarkable, 
And what Is yet more firange, if Foſ?- 
phus be in the right, they rell us the 
clean contrary, viz, That from the 
Glege of Tyre, Alexander went dire&ly 
to Gaza, and fo on Into <gypt, to the 
Temple of Fupiter Hamon, and ſo from 
place to place, till he came to Gango- 
mela, where he fought the laſt Battel 
with Darius. 


2+ The Difficulty of reconciling ir 
with Chronology. Zoſepbus tells us, 
That Manaſles the younger Brother of Jad- 
dus, Married the Daughter of Sanballar, 
and for which Jaddus depoſed him from 
the Prieſthood, and Sanballat for to en- 
courage him, by leave obtained from Ale- 
xander, bzlt a Temple in Samaria, and 
made Manafles High-Prieſt. Now San- 


Neh. 2.19. ballat was Prefe& of Syria, rnd Gover- 
4+ I, Dour of the Samaritans, when Nehe- 
6. I, Yah built the Walls of 7eryſalem, and 

1s To 
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ſturbed the Building, &c. This was 


(6) 


the 2cth Year of Artexerzes Longima- 
us. Now from the 2:th Year of Ar- 
taxtrxes, to the taking of Tyre, 1s 115 
Years, and ir 15 thus computed : 


Years, 
Artaxerzes Longimanus reigned 41 

Darius Nothns ; Ig. 
Artaxterxzes Mnemon AZ 
Ochus | 23 
Arſes 5 GR 3 
Darius Codomanus 6 
135 


From which ſubtra& 9o of Artaxerxres 
Longimanus, and there remains 115, 
Now as Calviſius obſerves, the Govern- 
ment of Syria and Samaria, being a 
Place of great Authority and Truſt, 
Sanballat, when the Government was 
conferred upon him, could not be a 
young Man, bur of good Years and Ex- 
perience; and the leaſt we can ſuppoſe 
him to be at the beginning of his Go- 
vernment, (and how long that might 
be before Nehemah's going up to Fery- 
ſalem, the Scripture is filent ; bur ir is 
certain, that it was before, is of the 
Age of 30, And add this to the for- 
mer Account, : 


115 
393 


145 
And then Sayballat ar that rime muſt 


OP hundred forty and five years 
And it is to be obſerv'd, that this is 
the ſhorteſt Compuration, and I believe 
thetrueft, Thoſe who reckon Soo 474- 
zus, and a ſecond Xerxis, as Kings of 
Perſia, makeit yet longer. And Jade 
aus and Manaſſes could not be much 
younger : For that Nehemiah (Ch. 13. 
ver, 21. ) takes notice of this Marriage 
with the Daughter of Sanballat, and 
(Ch. 12, ver, 22, ) intimates Faddms's 
then being High-Prieft. Now Br/eties 
tells us, That Nehemiah dyed the aft 
Year 


Anil. ad Year of Artaxerxes Longimanus, and 


An. Mun. 
3629, 


| more. 
Computation, and then Faddys, at that 


Antiq, 
L"'7x, 


from the Death of Artaxerxes, to the 
raking of Tyre, as appears by the Com- 
putation, is 94 Years. Now how long 
Nehemiah wrote his Book before he 
dy'd does not appear ; nor js}ir certain 
how old Faddur and Manaſſes then were 
Bur it is plain, That Manaſſes, the 
younger Brother. was then married ; 
and *ris probable Faddus was then Righ- 
Prieft, and 1 think the leaſt we can al- 
low for the time of Nehemzah's Living, 
atter he ended his Book, and for the 
marriageable Age of Manaſſes, and then 
for Faddus's Age, as elder than him, 
the leaſt we can allow is 3o Years , 
and it is very probable it was much 
To this add 94, the former 


time 7oſcphas faſtens this Story, niuſt 
have been 124 Years old. 
And this is the leaſt and loweſt ac- 
count : But if we take 7eofephus his 
Compuration, it will be yer much lon- 
ver ; for he tells us Nehemiah buille the 
Walls of 7er»ſalem the 28th Year of 
Xerxes, and dyed fome time after. 
And then from the Death of Xerxes, 
accounting, ir will be 41 years more, 
even all the time of Artaxerxts Lon- 
gimanus, and then 7addys muſt have 
been One hundred fixty and five 
Years old. 
Years. 
4T 
124 


165 


Theſe are Difficulties that have per- 
plexed all Chronologers, and ſome 
finding it impoſſible to reconcile It, 
have been tempted torejce this Story 
of Faddus and Sanballat, as a mere 
Invention of Joſephus. 

There are but two things ſaid, that 
will make this account of Foſephas fo 
much as probable ; bur both of them 
are as unaccountable as Joſephus him- 


ſelf, Some, as Calviſius, &c, ſet the. 


(7) 


going of Nehemiah to Peruſalem ſixty 
Years forwards in the Reign of Artax- 
erxts Mntmon : Bur all thoſe that do 
fo, fix the time of finiſhing the ſecond 
Temple (to make their Account hang 
together, ) not in the Refgn of Darius 
Hyftaſpis, but of Darzus Nothus. But 
this {beſides that it is againſt the Judg- 
ment of Clemens Alexandrinus, Enſebius, 
and all Chronologers till Scaliger, ) 
inſtead of clearing one Difficulty, it 
makes more and preater : For if the 
ſccond Temple was finiſhed in the 
Reign of Darius Nothus , then Exrg, 
and all thoſe that ſaw the firſt Tem- 
ple, and ſurviv*d the building of the. 
ſecond, muſt have been ar leaſt 1806 
Years old ;and then alſo Zerubbabel and 
7oſhuz muſt have lived to 145 Years. 
The Compute 1s thus ; The Temple of 
Solomon was deſtroyed in the Eleventh 
Year of Zedechiat, and that was eleven 
Years after the beginning of the Baby- 
lonih Caprtivicy. The Captivity laſted 
70 Years, and all agree that theſe 57 » 
Years ended ſometime in the Rei 
of Cyrus, and probably three Years be- 
fore his Death, Now irom thoſe 3 
Years of Cyrus, to the 6th of Darius. 
Nothus, in which ((alth Calvi{us, and 
thoſe that follow that Account) theſe- 
cond Temple was finiſh'd,is 11 5 Years. 


Years. 

Cyrus NH 
C ambyſes 7 
Inter, Mag. I 
Darius Hyſtaſpis 36 
Xerxes 21 
Artax, Longim. 41 
Darins Nothus 6 

— 
IIS 


To this add: 59 Years of the Capti- 
vity, and 6 Years to a Child to lodg 
any thing in his memory : and then 
Exra and the reſt muſt haye been of 
the Age of 180, 
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Compare 


18. 2. 


and Ezra 


*, Is 


Ibid. 
P. ISle 


= nil " IT "Years. 
X | Tr 
$9 

6 


i on monk. 


180 


"Now thar Ezra was living at the De- 
firu&ion of the firſt Temple appears 3 
for that his Father Serazah was then 
ſain by Nebuchadnezzar. And that fe- 
veral others, who ſaw the firſt Tem- 
Ple,and were returned from Cap:1vity, 
and living at the building the ſecond, 
is evident from the Þ rophet Haggaz, 
'Ch. 2. ver. 3. 7ho is left among you that 
ſaw this Houſe in her firſt Glory? And 
bow do ye ſee it now? 3s it not in your 
Eyes in compariſon of it as nothing ? 
Calviſuns takes norice of this, pretend- 
ing to anſwer it, by ſaying, that theſe 
words do not mean, as if any one that 
had ſeen Solomon's Temple was then 
alive ; but they are (o to be taken, as if 
he had ſaid, If, or Oh that any of you 
had ſeen; &c. 1n the ſame manner that 
our Saviour's Words are to be under= 
fiood, what man among you having 4 
hundred Sheep, &c. and that they might 
colle& the largneſs of the Temple 
from the Fonndations of ir, and from 
the Compaſs of Mount Moria. As if 
the Prophet had only ſpoken a Para- 
ble to them, or as if by ſeeing the Glo- 
r3,he only meant the Rubbiſh: Wherezs 
*tis plain, that the Prophet does not 
mean fight in Imz2ginarion and allu- 
ſively, but aRual ſeeing, and ſuch as 
whereby they might compare one with 
the other, Is it not #n your Eyes in com- 
pariſon of it as nothing ? and how could 
that be, except their Eyes had ſeen rhe 
Glory of the firſt Temple,as well as the 

meanneſs of that they then ſaw? And 
why ſhould the ſame word (ſee,) and 
relating alſo to the comparing one ob- 
Jje& of Sight with another, in the ſame 
line, be underſtood in. two different 
ſenſes, in a metaphorical and a proper 


(8 


) 


ſenſe; and If not, then they aQually, 
and in a proper ſenſe ſaw the Temple 
in her firſt Glory. as they did ſee it in 
the mean condition it then was, And 


. this 1s the ſenfe of all the Interpreters 


] have mer with, and particularly of 
St, Hzerom, ( in locyh.) And the:Pro- 
pher plainly bets refer to that of 
Exra, Ch. 3. yer. 12, and which was ' 
buc 12 or 14 Years before, The Prieſts 
and Fatheys that were anciert Men, and 
had ſeew the firſt Houſe, when the Foun. 
datign of this Houſe was laid. before theiy 
Eyes, wept with a loul voice, and ma- 
ny boned aloxl for Foy. Aud this 1 hope 
Is not a Scene in the Fancy,-or merely - 
ſeeing theFoundations: For why ſhould 
the ſtghr of the Rubb:zſh ſo mightily af- 
fe& them? Or what need the men:ion 
of ancient Men ? Or what could be the 
Reaſon of that grear difference, thar 
ſome ſhorld weep with a lo1d Voice, 
and others Ftout for Joy? For all ſaw 
the Foundations alike ; and the young 
Men ſaw them as well as the ancienc 
Prieſts and Fathers, Ic is plain there- 
fore, That ſome of thoſe that were 
at the building of the ſecond Temple, 
ſaw the firſt Temple in irs Glory, and 
while 1: ſtood, bur then ir is as plain, 
that the ſecond Temple was finiſh'd in 
the Reign of Darius Hyſtaſpis, and con- 
(: quentiy that Fzra and Nebemiah went 
up to 7eruſalem, not in the Reign of 
Artaxerxes Mneron, but of Artaxerxes 
Longimanus ; and then it will follow, 
that 1f Sanballat livid to the time of 
Alexander, he muſt at the Siege of Tyre 
have been 145 years old. 

But however Calviſius thought he 
had got an Anſwer to rhat of Hazgaz; 
yet the Caſe of Ze-nubbabel and 7eſhua 
,perplexes him, and he does not know 
what to ſay to ir: For it is plain thar 
Zerubbabel and Jeſhua (the one as Go- 
vernour, the other as Righ-Prieſt )went 
up to 7erzfaley upon the Edict of Cy- 
74s, and continued in their reſpeRive 
Stations till the Temple was finiſhed, 
and probably ſome crime after; bur if 
that 


that Temple was not finiſhed till the 
6th. of Darius' Nothus then both Ze- 
rubbabel and Jiſhya muſt have been 
- of the Age of 145. which is the ſame 
—__-* difficulty with-Saxballat; for from the 
- *:* Eei& of Cyrys to: the &g of Darius 
\ Nothss is, as appears before, 115 years; 
and to this add 3.. as a Comperent ape 
to qualifie them for ſuch great Offices, 

TO and thar makes 145, © ATR 
| | _Catuifius plainly confeſ- 
ſeth, That this is a great 
| difanee, and that there js 


not the like Example in a- 


Magna «(t bc di- 
ſtantia, cujus exem- 
+ "plum par 3x nulla alia 
hiloria. dart poteſt. 
Ibid. 141. el 
Animadv. in Eu- 
leb, Chron, p. 90. 


Scatiger makes nothing. of 
ir, as if it had been a very 
ordinary matrer for men 
___ © to live ſo long; bur for all 
: _ *that It would have puzzled him, to 


” 


have given but a few. Inſtances ; and 
thoſe that have been they are famous, 
and as much taken notice of by Hiſto- 
- Tians, as great Prodigies ; and that al- 
ſo (like' our old Parr) though it be of 


'Men'of the moſt private condition aid 
-extra&ion, and much more if it were 


'of Princes and Governonrs;z and yet 
> .- .. "ncther 7oſephus himſelf, nor any 0- 


: ther Hiſtorian takes the leaſt notice 


either of Zerubbabel or Feſhua, or of 


Sanballat, Nehemiah, or Fadds, living 
to any wonderful Age. And this'I 
think is anotherprejudice to the Story. 
\-* Bur there is one thing more, and 
- which I rake to be full out as wonder- 


ful, and that is, that Zerubbabet ſhould 


continue Governour of the. Jews: ( as 


he'muſt do, if Calviſu be in the right) 
under 9 Succeffive Kings of Perfea, and 
theſe of (uch differing Tempers and In... 
clinations;and eſpecially withreſpe& to 
the'Aﬀairs of Zudea; ſuch inflances are 


as rare in theWorld,and perhaps more 


rare, than for a Manyo live to 150 or 


200 Years. - This Chronologers and 
Hiſtorjans(as faras my reading (erves) 
do nor take norice of; and-yet [ chipk 
- lr perplexes {the Cauſe as 'much, and 
is as hardly to be: reconclt'd 'to the 


"ESD : 


ny other Hiſtory. I know 


common. Obſervations among Men,as _ 

ſuch wonderful long Lives, 
"Theſe are diffi ulties that are not 

eafily reconcil'd ;' and therefore_ſome 


"rake. another” Way, _ and ſuppoſe that 
there were 2 Sandallats, anda Zrdduſer, 
' Gone in the time of Nehemzab, and the 


other of 4ltxandtr ; . but beſides. that, 
7oſephus,nor no other Hiſtory intimate 
any ſuch thing: It would be one of 
the firangeſt accidents in the World ; 


for to-make the Story complear, you - 


two Zaddſes, bur t eds of the Jad- 


and Faddjs, with reſpe& to the Times 
of Alezantter, is a miſtake in 7oſephus. 


| parte adeo munifeias 


. major fit #113. con-- 
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And it is farther to beobſery'd that, 
the placing of Sanballat and. ZFaddys to 


Ts) | 


ther from him that was Fae. Flidron Joiade fili 
ther in Law to -one of the EliaſhlbiSocero,cujus 


" the Times of Alexander, is a main _Soxs of Joiads, whom Ne- 'memnit Nehem.cap. 


. Ground of thisperplexity among Chro- 
nologers, whereas had ikey Fe 
e. oleh as Authority in this, as they do 
' In other matters relating ro the Perſean 
- Monarchy, they would not have been 
pur upon ſuch difficulties, as to allot 
\ ſuch mighty Ages.to particular Men. 

Y . Calviſius ſays, That the 
Hiſtories on both des (3. £. 
the Account of Foſephis , 
and his own) are ſo man; 
feſt, that whotoer takes 83- 


Hiftorias inutraque 


eſſe, ut neceſſe- fot in 
utraque ſententia al» 


- $erutrius horum” wvel- ther of them it is neceſſary to 


Jeſuz e&+ Torobabe- 
li, vel Nchemiz & 
Sanballeti,fantam #- 
tatem concedere, que 


aſgn either to Jeſhua and 
Zerubbabel, or to Nchemi- 
ah- and Sanballat, az Age 

of above 140 Tears. _ And 
this,- is<true enough , if 
Joſephus his Account be 
_ admirred, but If it be re-. 
- ..-..« JeRted, then there would 
.be no need of making Men live to ſuch 
prodigiom | Apes, to fill up the ſpaces. 
Ler it be bur granted that Joſephus is 
ur. In his. Account ,of Sanhaliat and 

.. Zadaus (as he Is natorioully in-other 
mitters relating to.thoſe times; and 

- rhen the Times would be computed 
by. more. moderate. and accountable 
| "Aget. And the Femiſh Chronologers 
Cbron0!9-- a5 nor onl cot Foſipbua In other 
ga Divid-rattets, ; & n_thhz very particular 
Ganz edi- they firm, That the Temple on 
te-fer VOr=powrit Gitizim was buile long before 
Kum. the Times of Alrzandrr 3 and that all 
Pag.-257« - the time of Alrxzander, Simeon juſtus 
246 was High Prieſt : Now Simeon juſtus 
59+ was the Son 'of Onlas, and the Grand- 


' tum & quadraginta. 
Ibid. Pp. 149. . 


I 


ſon of Fad. NY 
And ( to ſay ho more) we have the 
4 Judgments of rwo very ccnfiderable 
Authours, aud who: were-/not at all 
concern'd in the prefſem Comroverſie, 
and which I ſuppoſe was never before 
Nimirum, aut bie.. diat, ſpcaking of Saxbu/lak- 


. __ Mlins fuit ah 46 nine . (alth, Either this was” ano- 


the Perſian Monarchy. 


"ballar 


hemiah mentions , 0r elſe wlt.aut aque falſus, &* 


_Joſephus wr faſ: and - fibb ſo contrariue eſt 
p 


contrary to bimſelf, 3n deter- Joſephus, #n defni- 
mining thi age in which endo. Seculo Sanbal. 
Sanballat *iiv'd, as he is in leti,ac in pleraque a- 
almoſt all the Chronology of © lia Chronologs 1, Mo- 
 , narchiz Perfice. De 
© Fobannes Temporariys 101 Emendat. Temp. p. 
his Chronology, 1.3. p.197- 65s. 
ſpeaking of this matter, ) 
ſays, They Janes, apa San- latus, qu in Hiſtoria 
which are ſpoben of Joſephi recenſentur,, 
by Joſephus, either th y are at alii ſunt ab iis qui 
diverſe from thoſe mentianeaby - ab Ezra memoyantur, 
Ezra; or, which Irather ſuſ- ' vel,quad mapzs ſuſi- 
pedt, they are tht moſt vain cor,vaniſſima ſunt Jo- 
Fiftions of Joſephus” him- ' ſephi Commenta de 
ſelf, concerning Jaddus and Jaiddo & Sanballaco, 
Sanballat.  _- OE 2 19 | 
- But beſides theſe Difficulties in Chroe 
nology, there are ſeveral Inconſiften. 
cies in the Story it. ſelf; nored bySalian, 
ar that- the Phenicians and.chaldeans, 
: Who followed Alexander, thought to 
have plundered. the City ; and how + 0 
ſhouldhe have Chaldeaxs in his Army, 4% 2%. 
when as yet he had not taken Babylon - 37=**- 
nor come near to Chaldea?  Foſephus | 
a little after ſays, that the Fews be- 
.ſonght Alexander, that he woald ſuf- 
fer the: [ys who lived about Babylon, 
and-Medeza to uſe their own Laws and. 
Rites 3 and which he freely grantcd : 
Whereas at that time he had not con- 
- quered Babylon nor Me. is, nor ſo much 
a3 been ar them, He cells us that the 
_ Army was aſtoniſhed to ſee Alexander. 
 worlhip Jaddus ; and Parmenio atked. 
ſhould himſelf now adore:the High. 
Prieft of the 7ews; whereas at that 
_ rime Alexander never thought of being 
. ados'd, or did believe himſclf the Son : 


of 7apiter, that 'Nadneſs came.-upon 


_ him < 


it-in e£gy7t,.and which. was- 
not. till -4- year after, . . 5 TI 
And noy does atiy man think; that- 


"4 a.StQs. 


OY 


 Jaddus &+ Sanbil- . 


% 


—_— 


a Story,char is thus clopg'd with ſo man! 

and thoſe inſuperable Difficulries rage 
- * Make an Argument. of, or that any re 
gular Inference, or Concluſion car be 
drawn. frem thence in reference -to 
our practices, eſpecially in- a mirrer 
of fuch mighty weight and concern- 


FR: 1 


, ments, as that which is . before. us? - 
h the- while to obſerve the 


It is wort V 
| account: Calviſius gives us 


Quz Aiuthoritate 
| Joſephil xztuntur, #ll 
znfoſtunt F undamento. 
valdlelybrico & infite 
| mo. Et paulo poſt, 
Cum circa hectempo- 
_ raJoſephus,ita aber= 


rt quis tuto.ipſrus aſe 
ſertioni fidemprebere 


 Poteſt ? Jbid:p 148. 


of Zoſepbus, 'and his Hiſto- 
ry of: thoſe times, They 


that. reſt: upon 'the Authority 


of Joſephus ſtand upon a 


very ſlippery and weak Foun- 
Frog And farther adds, 


When Joſephus is ſo much 
out concerning - theſe times, 
who can ſafily give Credit to. 


what he aſſerts ? Now'|this- 


Story of Zaddus and Alex- 


ander, and: the affigning' of Sexballat 
and Faddys tro thar time, ſtand purely 
upon” the Authority of 7oſephus, and 
nor only ſo, but 'in'a manner-contrary 


ro much better Authority:; But howe» 


ver, if that Authority (ir matrters rela- 


ring to thoſe times) be'not ſufficient to' 
be rely*d on; then irtfollows, that the - 


Story-of Faddus Is not to'be depended 
on ; and ftanding- upn-a- Foundation: 
ſo ſlippery and infirm, is notof ſuffici- 


ent Authority tobe drawn into an'Ar- 
gumenr, And it/is'nor only Catviſtas, . 
| but alll Chronologers/give'us the ſame” 
Chara&er of Joſephus. 3 and' his Errours 


and Miſtakes: concerning thoſe times 
are ſo many and groſs, as would make 


any man , thar ated upon Principles 


ot Sinceriry, very fearful touſe an Ex-' 
ample taken our of him, in matters of 


Practice ; 


for however Chronologers. 
may diſpute, and whatever Arguments: 


may: be raiſed in matters of leſs mo- 
ment, - yet when it icomes. to a ſpoint 
of Conſcience, Men that have a care of 
their- Souls, will hardly venture to a& 


upon:onefirgle Exam td that 
ſo vouch'd: bur-by '@ hingle: and ſuſpi-" 
 cious Authority. An Argument from! 


e, 'a0d thar al- 


99s 5 


Example: is ar beft bur -a poo 
bur ir muſt be very poor Inde( er 
the Example ir elf ts doabiful; The 
Pra&ice of the High Pricft in that cor- 
rupr rate of the Jewiſh Church, wilt 


- not fipnifie much''ro us and no more 


in this than in their ocher Immorali- 
ries; and Taddys becoming a Subje& 
to Alexander, contrary to his Oath, 1s 
no more, a Pattern for us-to follow, 
than Eliaſhib*s buildinga Chamberin ti 
Temple for Tobiah, is an Argument 
for us" to a& contrary ro the expreſs 
Laws of God-: but then it muſt needs 
ſignifie mych leſs, when thar PraRice 
wanes ſufficient Clearneſs and {Evi- 
dence to prove it, | , 


If _it be ſaid here, That, whether the 


Story bt trae or no, the Conygcation ſees 
to belitveit, and have inſerted part of it 
znto the Cortuocation- Bok ; ani it ts not. 


the matter of Fatt, but their Seuſe we _ 
are enquiring into :. I ſay fo tooz but F 


ſay likewiſe, That there Senfe is nor 


te be extended: beyondtheir words , © 


nor are-they* to be made Parties'to' 
any more of the Story than they have: 
inſerted in their Book. - + * 


They-mention and thereby approve 


Zaddus's Anſwer to 4lexanter, tha the: 


therefore could-nor' violare his- Oath 


ſo long asDariis livd; Atdfrom thence: 
we may conclude, rhat their Senſe” is, 
Thar an' Oath of Allegiance was bind- 
ing ro a Prince, 6 long as he lived, 
and: had not-given up his Right, tho 


% 


he' was beatcn in the Field, and fled | 


before his Encmies. rhe 

But for the. other'part of rhe ſtory: 
of'' 7addys 'fubmicting to Alexander 
while Darius: was living, the Convyo- 
cation. takes' no Notice of ir, nor does 
ic anvy- where appear, * that - they 


thought Darius was then living; and 


concluded'as to their Senſe. 

- And'T ask thoſe who from the fn: 
ſtance of 74ddus urge'Submifſion to a 
Peſleſlor of ” ower, notwithſtandlog an 
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- "the purppſe It 
_rells us that God appeared to, Trddeu in 


: reſt 'of the Story, 
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Ou tavful King, who is alive, and 
' infifts wpon his-Rig 


ht, - Wherher: they d 


argue fromthe Story, or from the Con. 


vocation Bok 2.Tffr rom the Story, it is 


falſe, or atleaſt ſuſpirious: :If from the 
Convocation: Book, they ſay nothing of 
it;. And If, there be- nothing inthe 
Premiſſes, there muſt 'be likewiſe no- 
thing 1 in the Concluſjon,: But, .. .. - 
2, Grantthe £olY. true, it is not to.. 
urged for. . Zoſepbus 


a Dream,- and warn'd him to ſubmit-ro 
Alexander, and. to meet him in that 
Solemn manager he did. -So-that this 
Is a Sivgular and;exempr.Ca(e, and falls 
within the circumſtances of Zebu wy 


Bhud. .. + - 


If ir be as? That Pro pbecy. at = 
Hume was departed from the Tewiſh Church, 
and therefore they could not. bave any Rte 
velation.. 


Lauſwer,. That Haggat and. Zacha- 
1444, and after. them Malachi, prophe-- 
fed inthe tjme of the ſecond Temple,: 


and it is generally coneluded for the i 


ſpace of zo Years.” And after them the 
had an inferiour degree of Prophecy, 
which laſted for- a long time, as rhe 


-Bath Kpl. and probably lome other . 


ways, 4s by. Dreams, @ c 1: 
Tr was always the cuſtom j in the Jew- 


iſh Church, in Caſes of great Extremi- - 
_ryand Emergency, ro have recouiſe to. 
God for ſome expreſs Revelation, what . 
- they ſhould do, And here 7oſephus tells 
us, were all the Preparations to it: 


They faſted and prayed, and thenext 
night God appeared to Zeadus, (how - 


 eyeras we hive the Sroty from Foſephus,. 


ſo we muſt rake it all from-him,- and 
he tells expreſly, that God appeared to 
hin,) and ordered him (o to do, and: 
God's a pearing. and Command ſtands 
upon the ſame Awhoricy with all the 
 Andi.then. it ts 
wholly beſides che. purpoſe. it is. alled-; 
cd for. For theres T wide difference. 


E5 h 


bermeen aKing. by. conimon' and ſlan-._ 


_ -Rules ad by expreſs Revelation: 
if theſe Gentlemen will ſhew us 
ji expreſs Revelation for what they 
do, as Jaddus had; then they fay fome- 
thing; bur rill- they can ſhewthar, this 
Example of Faddu, if it were FS will 
do. them no Service, | 


I. now' eome. to atabiter the firſt 
Propoſition, which:( page 3. ) ftands 
thus : That” tht RL; of: Kings was 
originally Patriarchal,-derived from God, 
and not from the. People.) 
Authour comes to repeat ir, (p. 6.) te 
makes another thing of:it: That Go- 
vernment in general; whither Monarchy, 

:any. other. form, derives its” Authority - 
rom. God, the Author af Natare,” and 
conſequently of. human ' Society, and: not 
from" the , People, *(though their Conſent 
be ordinarily. nectflary to the Conſtitution 
both ' of. the Form of Government, and- 
the Priſons governing, &c.) Now whe- 
ther the Authour, who undertakes tq- 
demonſtrate, things our of the Convoca- 
tion Book:that,never were'there, will- 
_ alſo- urſdertake.:to. demonfirate,” that: 
theſe rwo are one;and the. ſame 'Pro- 
poſition. But for my part, Tam dif-. 
appointed : For finding the firſt Pro- 
poſition twice mentioned, 1 thought (to 
ſave the Readers piins and-my own,and 
to. prevent needleſs repe*1tion) to.have: 
- confidered the.-ſame-Propoſicion in 
| both places at/once.} But T'am-miftaken: 
For though: the Authour calls them 
both the firſt Propoſition, they are no: 
more [ike one another, than. a Apple 
is like. an Oyſterz 'and Je would have 
been:more to the purpoſe; ro have cal-- 
led the one the firſt Propoſyion, and 
the: other the aft. | 

And az to-r-e: firſt of the firſt Pro- 
poſitions, I have. only this now to ob- 
ſerve: That-the  Authour by: his Ex- 
poſition of jc hath expounded away the: 
Senſe of : the Convocation, as::het.al- 
ways docs: For( (faith he. par, FT: hone: 
ow are or: Me fo be: bounil.up, ant 

limittd : 


"Bur when whe: | 


ways 


Limited in the excerciſe of thety Power by 
Laws. - By what Laws | praye- And-who--. 


ought to bind them up? Why could 


not | the Convocation, and fuſſ 
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Whar' the-Antlobr means by theſe laſt. . | 


this be expreſſed in the-words ofthe ſome bad\meaning {ih . them. ' They - 


- Convocation, and which the-&aurhor res ': ( 


fers to, Ch, 1;2-whichare:theſe: 1t 3s 
manifeft in the Scriptures, that the Kings '* 
in the old Tit ament were as. ftriftly bound * 
te the obſervation of God's Laws mn their 
Government, as Moſes, ec... 

. And it ſounds @ Inittle harſh:rofay : 
that God 9vght ro bind them. up.” and - 
limit them, and by;the Authour's:dis=' 
jun&ive are or ought 'to be bound up. It © 
is plain he- means what the Convocarti- 

. on docs nor, for all-Princes,whether ab- 
- folute or not,are already,and ever were”. 
ſiri&lybound to the obſervation of Goc's| 
Laws in their Govertiment. 'He istheir- + 
fuperiaur, and to him onely they/areace 
countable; but their Power being deri- 
ved from God,and not from the People! 
they are not accountavle to them for a- | 
ny exerciſe . of that Power, whether 
they .cxerciſe ir juſtly or unjuſtly. And... 
this is -the:ſenſe of : the Convocation; ' 
and this if-the,Authour had. pleay'd;;he. 
might havededuc'd from his Propdfitie' 
on, and much;more naturally, than by 
troubling his Readers with an jmpertt-. 
nent Rant about Abſoluteneſs,and the 
Concelits of it; EET, | ohes 


- +I am-atYength-come-to that which 
lie Authour ſays 1s tbe Cronamedheobe 
whole Diſcourſe, And thar 1s the'laſt of 
his firft Propoſitions. And here I will 
not much trouble my ſelf withthe Re- 
pugnances and Diſagreements b tween 
this and his firſf Propofition,which no-s - 
withſtanding he calls 'the ſame.” Herells - 
us; here that;Gavtrnment #n general ( and ! 
that L am ſure; is, not. Patriarchal ; for 
rhar. js a parcicular kind of it) whether. 
Monarchy, orf any other- form, (and: that 
alſo: is. not Fatriarchal, nor. originally 
Batriarchal, bur -a Corruption of ir, 
_ and devia;ion;from it,) dereves its Aus: 
thority; from  God,: tha Aithour of Na+ 
turt, and conſequently of bnman_ Society. 


J 


cem.tofnrimdtc as if God was the. Au- 
rhourof Goreramenrnootherwiſe thare: - 


agheis:the 'Avthour of Nature; 71 ſup-"" 


FP 


poſe” he'means human Nature.) And- 


= 


having made Mankindof a ſociable Na-- 


ture, by that they were dire&ed to So« 
ciery, "@ 
For: heiſays:Gpd the Authonr of Na- 

re, 'afnnd "conſequently; (1. e:) cone» - 
quenelal to thatrNature: of Humane So. 


ciety.' ©And if.this be his meaning, it* 


is not. only a perfe& comradition to. 
the whole Stream of the: Convocation - 
Book; but rohis:own. firſt Propoſitions. 


which: cells: us, That Government! was 


to the conſtitution, both of the Form of Gu- 


vernment, and the: Perſons governing. - 
Now we. muſt remember again, -that-- 
the.Anchour ſays, :brbath extratied theſe 
Propoſetions ont-:of the-Convocation:Bobk. 


Sure he;hathigot a Convocation Broke of- 
his own, which'no Body:eyer ſaw but 

himſelf; 'for all the Books we have de- 

liver the clean comrary almoſt inevery- 
Page: If the Authour thinksthe- Peoples. 
Conſent ordinarilyneceflary:tothe'Con-: 
iitution'both of the Foro) and-Perſans;!. 
it -is/- plain” the : Convcoatione never 
thought ſo, but:the eontrapy%” And if he - 


pleaſe he may diſpute the-Pojhragainſt- = 
them. But he muſt norjmpoſe upon us, .. / 


and -make. us believe: that the demons 
ſtrates. outofthe-Convatation; when he: 
delivers things moſt contrary-:to. what :: 
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EWeH, atiaft -howtver; thto 


nph all 


gs, we" are got to this.:/Polnt, - That 
Government derivis its Power from God, 
and not from the Peopiti;;Aod what I 
pray does this; Demonſtrate2:A Man” 
would imaginethar this:demonſtrazed, 
Thar Kiogs held pnly of God, That che. 
TE IRE Pcople ; 


IR 
; 
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d from: that:to Government;  . 


origtatipaPurridrhas 1c: follows. in - 
the trhour; and'/not. from the People, - 
(though their Conſent be ordinarily neceſſary: _ 
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* rele of all forts and Ranks had no- 
cod 


10 do withthe Government, | nor-. 
'call- Kings ro account for-their 


Bur forfooth from! the Right. Reverend: 
the. 'Authour- be obſerves' Three 'th 
And 'is not this an-admirable way. * 


giving the Senſe of an Aurhour ro pur 
ſome 4: es into. enſeof op - + EE 


felb os draws! Henk 00s the . butby Obſer- 


ving ſomething, and that differ g from 


- 'the Authour' $ Senſe in ſome other parts. | 


3x, ſome-ſort. T 
Authour may.oblerve thiagit he pleaſe; Ke. 
' 'burto ſay that he: obſefves this! from 
the Right: Reverend the Authour,: is like 
all the reſt; for. the Right Reverend the. 


of his Rook: Atthis rate a Man may ex- 
tract Chalk frotn Cheeſe, 'or'ahy. thing 
out of: any+ thing." Well, bur what is 
it, that this Authour obſerves, ; 
. He obſerycymmmmo_m_—wm_—w—_ 

." That all Kingdoms: are now. (whit 
Mas more. peculiarly appropriated 46 the 
Jewiſh Nation) jn "their 


Now: the 


Aibhgr, oblorves no ſuch thing art all. 


 vern'd the. World by the Miniftry 6 
_ Civil Magiſtrates always,and no more 


yow than: heretofore, even before-the 
Zewiſh:cooftirution. ' This Authour ob- 
ſerves-thar-:all Ki 
a\Theocracies. & : 37 ' 

But this is his-own own peculiar iatvinhe. 
on, and:1 doubr:he- will-:find ir hard 
to obſerve this noronly from the Right + 
ReverendiAuthor, | bur even from any 


other, for by that the Convocation and 


all-Men elſe. hithep:o have underſtood, 
God's governing the Jews in-a pecult- 
ar mantier, ikhmediacely by | om 


EEEEOUEE other Narlons. - 4 


Adminiſtrarions, 'And (o. Indeed the 
Convccation-- des,;but the | Au». 
thour had-no mindtomeddic with thar.. 


"ſt Conſtitution 


dirs oh ,T Gar. zow. all 
Kingdoms are os (Ort Thvotraczes: _ | 
the Convocation obſervesrha; G 


goons: are in.2 ſort 
Ys 
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(and. 


thour fay, it w4s more 


does not the An 
jaar ated to the Jews 


es axes 
that to pl Nacion+? Bur we live. in an 


| Age: where all our old Standards are 


thrown-donn, and new ones raiſed in 


: thefr Room we have had a'new No- + 
+ tion of, Allegiance, a new Notion of | 
. Succeſſion, and a new Nocton of Right ' 
and Wrong,-and, now our Aurhour 
gives us. a'new. Notion of T beovracy, 
by which he means. God's 


$ permifſive 

Providence; and any. Man that. God 

pron to get the Polleſſhon of Power 
other Kadoms," e has as 


a Title to the, Pc optes Allegiance, as if 


he had been ( among the Jews ) ex- 


preſly conſiitured: a Ruler and: Gover- 


nour by God ' himſelf, and as particu- 


lacly-named, as Moſes, Foſhia,or any.of Þ- 83, 34 


the Judges. For having cited our of 
the Convocation, - That -God being 


the Lord of the World, and: in a. 


Government of it, uſeth the MNiniſt: y 


of Civil Magiſtrates, as wellin. other: 
culiar - 
ds lim-- 
ſelf:the Helm of every Kingdom, and” 
uſech'their. Services-in ſuch ſotry as to 


Countries as among his. own 
People Ifrae!.. And that he hold 


Ekcerciſe his own juſt Judgments, Will 
andigood. Pleaſure. 

Now ( faith the Authour: ) This jbe 
does by reſerving to bis Providence the Pre- 
rogatrve of Deſignation of tbe Perſon whom 
he intands for bis / icegerent. Now by this 
the Author does not mean Providence 


_ proceeding according to Legal Right and 


Juſtice; or ifhe does, it is not to his pur- 


poſe; and yer all this may be done, _ 


not a'Thile-of any Man's fingle-Ri 


violatedi Bur Providencepermitti; 
_ _ og! 


Law > ad? Right: among! Men; and to 
make:ſuch a Providence the Poundart- 


on of Obedience, and which is more, - 


of rransferring Allegianee, © notrwith- 
ſtanding the moſt ſacred Engagements: 


ro the contrary, is a moſt abſurd -and- 
ungodly Doariae, as will appear” pre= 


And {ſcnily. 
In 


ow will he reconcile | 


of. Power, 'contrary to all - 


'P. 


Fa 


_ 


P, 


ef fn the Perſe, 'of the pes elgr | 


8. 


to the mein titne, the” Alt 
very unfortunate In provith his. 
ciplcs, For to prove that Proz 


% 


7 Kingdonis (as well as in; ule "8 
be inſtances the diſappointment © 
Adonijah, Solomn's Elder Brothet 


if de did not know that this was d '»y 


In the Kingdom of 77ae!, and that S9- 
lomon Was Gefighed King in the Rootn 


X) David not. by Providence, but by 


God's: expreſs, Nomination, * . 
Well, for all that on'goes our *Ap. 
thour, and proves it from anothet 1n- 
Nance in the Ringdom of 7ſrael, and 
by God's expreſs appointment; at the 
Caſe. of Rehoboam, and Frroboam. and 
the rending of ci Ten Tribes. And 
not cohitenr with theſe, he tells tis far- 


ther, That the Hiſtory of the Kings of Io 


racl afply "Te tifie,how God had extingui- 
{hid the Lint- "Royal, and advanced to the 
Crown-ſurtr as bad no relation to 3t. And 
are ior theſe now pute. Proofs of a Theo- 
cra(y.in other” Kingdoms ! And that 'God 
by his Providehce defigns the Perſons 
of his Vicegererits' in” otb## Nations 78 
well as Ifrazl; for that was the Authour's 
firft Obſervariong* Wel:,ſt. 'may be he 
might obſerve it in other Kingdoms, bur 
he hath only prov'd it fn the Kingdom 
of Zadah. But I muſt notlet his jnfiance 
of Rehoboam pab, to which the Authour 
thus delivers: *. *- 

God ſomttimes, for the -only defogned 
Hſurpation of a Prince, whoſe Title,” and 
that in an Hertditary. Kingdom, wad al- 


* together indiſputable, dots. deprive him 


of the Government in part or whole, and. 
will not allow bin ſo much as to endea- 


vour tht regaining it, which was the Caſe 


of Rehoboam. There are rwo things de- 
lerve Refledtiod : : Theone is that Rebs- 
boais nor reganving the TenTribes was 
expreſly forbidden by God, and 


- ſo nothing to our Authour's pUr- 
But had he not had that expres: 
Prohibition,” might he, nor. thefi, haye 


poſe; 


eddcavoured to regain ther, , notwich- 
Randing any Providential Permiſſion of 


; Feroboan!'s poſſciſing himſelf of nas 


- By but he Wight, A . þ one | 
that, the rinidon Providence is 
i” Ki Id: 6 Submiſhon 2 
perfuirs to,poſl & themſelves of of Pome. 
- The other is a foul prevatication of 


_ God "Jeprived Rehobcg 
 menr for hls. only. 


Auchour- lays, Kt that I will nore hence 


#5, that the. 7 | he in an l 2 
v0). King wr be intfrrupit =» -... 
and yt the Law rr eas 8 TT bl 


the firangeſt things Jn the World; not- 


ſerve. Int 


h k veſchef 
Mr ber | 
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.Ccan. be, that ir was ſor the, if 
"his . Farher Solomon, I confeſs I the 11-11-33- i 
leſs. wonder that he prevaricares with © - | 


Whereas the .&c1 


the Convocation, that.cah make thus- 7. 
bold with the Scri Kwure It (elf, _ © LEN A | 
From [the whole Obſervation the. 3 =. 6 


lated. Not violated? That Is one of... 


violated 1a the Caſe of Jerohoam? tor 
violated when the pen ſyth 
were advanced ro. the Crown who had 
no Beg Jv. it? Perhaps 3 the actiour \< 
may ſay, exiaae Pry y.be ſald, WW 
That God bk f de olng, 4 volt the. iy 118 
Law of Succeſſion. Fit he may 0 18 
ſcrve that the reaſon &f that is, bra | 1 
God. is above the Law, and Not od , =. 
ro obſerve it, and fo he does nor vio» We 
late, FRY, he has no Oblig ation ts 0 ob- Fs =_ 
ic mean while: 6A is not. x 
kepr, and no. Man can: ſay that the j 
Law of Succeffion vas obſerv'd, when: ; 08 
Jeroboam, or others, that had noRela- < Tl 
tion to the Regel Line. were. adyanc'd 10 
to the Crown: And all thacT ſhall goite - | 
hehce Is, Thi the Authonr, extras. il 
Notes, with as little Falroahs, as. dc docs- 
Propoſitions. |. 

Nis: ſccond Remark. i is, That 4 S0vte -. p-:$- j 
reign may be diveſted of bis Power __ Sn 
ber eceived from - Fowl nd _- drcling; into - | +/+, 
tht, inferjour- Condition Spbjett, Ve - EE 
ry well: Bur the: Felon 1s how chis- 18 
may bee. And © Qu Conyocitioh tells us, | | | 
Wo ways; — F Ways: F 


from Gil, 


Now: tet us « 
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 Thront, our Legal Alle Eny may. juſtly | 
be Claimed by the Poſſeſſour., - that can be moved bereupon is, when a Go- 


contrary ., but Allegta 

irauſerrel to rhe' Prince whoſe Sub- Authorities, Revenuts, &C. aft zentrally 
_ Fon &. he'is. And if the Authour pleaſe recognied, and perſonally enjoy'd ; 

it one in the world muft be ſuppoſed to be,. when all Places of of 

is # SuWſeR, of d cubje in the preſet . Power and Taft, a.of Rojalty and 1: por- 

Government, he may ſave himſelf the rance,” are in the Sovereign" $ bands, ant 

: labour of any other Demonſtration wholly at bis diſpoſal. Now I a5k the 

© But rill he does that, all his Demonſira- Authour, whether the Government of 

+ tions are beſide the;Cuſhion. For tho Limerick be a Place of Power, Truſt, 

he produtes the Convocation with a and importance ? Tf it bezorhen the Au-. 

great deal of Confidence, we ſhall-fing thour's Notion of a-Settlement (if jr 

upon exzminioy it, chat it will by no were true} will do him no ſervice, nor 

means ſerve his turn, nor in the eaſt can he prove we ought to ſubmit. For 

Prove' what he deſigns by it, nor any as yer all Places of Power, Truſt, and 

_ way countenance ſuch Submiſſion as Importance,arc not in. his hands, nor ar 

_., the Authour pleads for. . -his diſpoſal and conſequently the Go- 

oi Place is this,Ch.28 oÞ 57+ 'vernmedt' js'not throvghty ſetled, accor- 

_ IR 2 The Convocation, taking norice'of the ding to the Author's own. Account of 

Th RY ernmeties in theWorld, _ ſuch a ſettlement, If ir be ſaid thar place 

hath theſe words: « And when baving - is in 1reland, and England is a King- 

0 ly dehres,(whe- dom entire of ieſelf , then what be- 

8 - , $rher. 'Ambicious Kings, . by bringing comes of the poor Iriſh men ? 1] doubt 

| PS «an Contery into Re e&ion ;or they 'mnſt be -Rebels for. all our An: : 


< artain'd their ungod 


y have eftabliſh'd any of 
"* the 11d degenerate Forms of Govizrs- 
' Ment afmon gf their People ; the 
t of _** Autho! ity-elther ſo unjuſtly gotteh, 
-*Q 44 g by force from the true *p0 
tle a | Polellour 'being always Got 
Pony therefore FOR 


oe a: Prince bs q Me Fe 0 bis Power "tg wy Fae unto it, not Lat? for 


ve car, bn alſo for Confejence (fake. 
Upon which -the Author ſaich, 41/ 


Je ſecond Re= wernment may be ſaid-to be {utted. If the 


- mark. with Ki rp th Fhey un-thus : Author pleaſerh he may put ir, nto.the 


bediveſted of his words of the Convocation, "and: that is 


Powet,, and dean into rhe {nferiour. (more than mere ſetled) throught ſttled. 
-condirion of a Subje&. And when he And to reſolve that Queſtion our Au- 
Ithys dlveſted,(7. e.) when he declines thour adds, And with jabmiſion I can't 
into the inferiour condirion of a 'Sub- but- conceive, that the Government zs ſet- 
know nothing to the 2/e4 when the Crown, with all its Di 


'p 


mce may. be- nitits, ' Prerogatives, Adminiſe/arhdh 
which 


y Hell Fenelon thour's Demonſtration ;+and then alſo, 
ir natural Soye- wharcan be ſaid rojultific a War there, 
a . _ . and 


and excufe the Army's fighting agaloft 
a Prince who hath both Right and Au- 
thority. If it be ſaid Irelandis a branch 
of the Crown of England, anner'd to it, 
and dependent of it ; then I ſay that 
the Crown with all its Dignitzes, Author t- 
ties, Revenues, 8c. art not: perſonally tn- 
199'd, and then according to eur Au- 
thour the Government is not ſettled 3 


and ſo he has made a fair Demonſtration. 


He demonſtrates, we ought to ſubmir, 
when the Government R ſetled, and 
rhen he Demonſtrates the Gorerament 
js not ſettled, -and ſo we ought not. to 
ſubmir, Well; howeyer let us for once 

poſe that the - Crown and all its 
 Dignities, &c. (I ſuppoſe che Authonr 

excepts a Righr Title) are recogniz'd 
and;enjay-d, What then 2. Why then, 
with ſubmiſſiong; the, Authour cannot but 
 concieve the Government-3s ſettled. Now 
we . muſt remember ,that.che Authour 
tells/us , thar-in his Book, Obedience 
and Submiſſion to the Preſent Govern- 
ment is demonſtrated from the Convoca- 
tion ; and It & ;to be noted likewiſe, 
Thacthis is all he offers us for Demonſtra- 
tion our of . that; book, and 1s his cannot 
but conceive to-Demon{irate, 1 hope..the 
Author does nor think. all his Concezts 


Demonſtrations, haw ſtrongly ſoever he. 


may be poſſeſs'd with them. Well, ic 
muſt be own'd, how bold ſoever the Au- 
thour is in his Aﬀexcionghe js very mo- 
deſt in his Proofs; It is in the Title, 
high and-lofty Demonſtrate, bur 'in the 
Proof very humble and meek, he can't 
but concitve,and thatalſowith Submiſſion. 

But whrtſoever the Authcur may 
conceive, it is plain. the Convocation 
does not conceive that the enjoyment 
of the Crown with all its Dignltits, &c. 
1s that thorough Settlement to which 1s 
due Submiſſion and Obedience, . as to 
God's Authority; as in the Caſe before 
mentioned of 7oah and Athaliah. A- 
thaltah perſonally enjoy'd the Crown with 
all its Drgnities, &c. And all Places 0 
Power, Truſt, &c. were in her bands, and 


(17) 


at ber diſpoſal 3. and this ala for no leſs 
a time than ſix years, and in as*full 
and ample a manner,as any lay ral 
any Rig d them : 


Fiful King ever ebjoy* 


Bur fot all that the' Convocation is fo 


far from yrging obedience to her, as 
to God's Fg that the expreſly 
juſtifie the Reſiſting, nay, the Slaying 
her. And this is a clear Dowonſtration, 


rhat by a thorough Settlement the Con- 


yocation does not mean a full Poſſeſs 
fion of Power merely: For they ſay that 
when a Government is throughly ſitled, 
it ought ro be obeyed, as God's Aurtho- 
rity, not only for Fear, . but for Con- 
ſcience ſake, Bur they ſayalſo,thart when 
Athaliah was fully poſſeſied of the 
Throne, ſhe ought not to be obeyed, 
buz to be reſiſted and ſlain. And the 
Concluſion from theſe Premiſſes is, 
that to he fully poſſeſſed of theThrone, 
is not of Ir ſelf ro be fo thoroyghly ſet- 


led as ro make It God's Authority, and: 


Obedience to become a Duty, So thar 
whateyer the' Convocation may mean 
by thorovgh ſetled, it is plain they do not 
mean by it whar our;Authour does; and 
I think there is no difficulcy ar all, (if 
Men will look withour prejudice,) in 
underſtanding what they do mean byit. 

There are but two ways to under- 
ftand the ſenſe of any Authour ; the 
natural and uſual ConftruR&ion of the 
words they expreſs themſelves by, and 
if chere be any obfcurity or doubt in the 
meaning of (ome Expreſſions, to in- 
rerpret them by other Expreſſions and 
Aflercions'in' the ſame Authour, Ler 
us try theſe in the Controverſie be- 
fore us. , | 


I. The words 1n Controverfic are 7hy- 
roughly ſetled. And the Queſtion is, 
what 1s uſuilly. anderſtood by them? 

I am pretty confidetit.. That bay? 
Poſſeſſion, ler it be never ſo full as to 
the, Extent, was never meant by therr, 


f with reſpe& to Civil Poſſiſpons, (ana 


that is the Caſc,) Settlement is a Term 
C | oy very 


wut d.com 
wr tones a. 


of Podey eſtihe pſelye 
cordingly. tt lenoey hes 


of, b3:ſhment are {ynonomous; an yo 
gl Settlement 1s.no Settletyenit ; 0d 


toon hi 


nothing "yy Government. cati be (aid. 
ro.be ſcttled hat ſtands. upon. the. 
he ets bbs nd e Baſtt, 


of all. Settlement ooffic tjon,, 
and do this, 4 ek$7 in ihe Nr” 


Gia See 


| 2. Ir,denotes 4 quiet. ang on 6 
Poſſe ſon, without, 5 On m 
other, Claims or Prezen ph mig" 

can never be. ſaid. to he og in an 
Kate, who hath only an. »ſwped Poſe | 


emeant. as never was heardof. 


4 


 ſeſon, of it and when. there are other 


aud better Claims. apd-Titles on' foot 
againſt him, and. BY virtue of which 
he may. be, cjc&ed, the next Aﬀſſles. 
fon La Gap a Man Heng ia the Poſ+ 
10N, en.the wacr is aQy- 
Y.al oa with him for it, or Nan 
Pk th will, be ſo, ſo ſcon as he has 
opportunkty, or. Mony to manage the 
Sulit, is very, ſtrange, If any thing in 
this Age. can be.[tirange. 
if.our, Anceltors. ſhould riſe ap 2 


mongſt us, and we-fiould expres our. 


felves. to th:m; in. the moſt, obvious 


\ Terms of Allegiance, Succeſſion, Sttt/t- 
' Ment ;, they would no. more ubderſtand 


our meaning, than if we talked to them 
in the Language of the 1ndzzs, We have 
a Metaphyſical Allegiance, and to. (uir 
thatwe muſt now have a Philoſophical 
Se:tlement; as if a. Man was ſetrled in 
Civil Poſſeſſions juſt as he is ſerdled_in 
his Sear, or on Horſe-back : If he can 
bur ger his Feet in the Stirrups,and the 
Reins in his Hands he is ſet;led in the 
Saddle, But ſurely there is fomewhart 
More to ſenile a Man inthe Poſſeſſion 


(C18 "3 


in. oor Law, 
nd the Tl 


Sage Lot L # —_ my | 
* 8 hound Generatfons.- 


wittigut, a Foundition, and: 


(hips! the © 
this rare," 
PD EE | 
Ta Servanes-and' 
Teen 4 Fo miivkeg ro-him; "16s a5” 
k; Jn the PoſſeMion: of ir, 
as } h& had purchafed it with his 
Mony, 6r it had defcended/to him-by 
But 


there is no end of Abſurdities, 
\ There js one word more to be confi: 
ered, and thar ts throughly- ( thronghly 
It tld.) And rhe js poi i 1s very 
exa&'and: Tony and” hat ING thae! 
word both he Chapter, a nd alſo = 
peated ir in the Canon, laying' a 'g 
ikre6 vpon-it, and'as if the while "hee 
terminatjon of che' buſtels dependeetÞ 
on ir 3 and certainly'they wieitht _s- 
thing by fr. Now hardy the impor 
of throughty; \bur-perfeMly, to alt Fo-- 
rents and purpo poſes,” The Latines'ex- 
preſs it_ommo, omni ex parte ; a'Go- 
vernment that Is a/together, upon all at 
counts ſetjed, Pur thife' rogecher/$7:- 


 dlement Kays reſpe&s A he, -and' # 


peaceable Poſſeſſion” of that Right , 
without 'any betrer Chalins- or Preten- 
ders; and a thorowgh Settlement is the 
utmoſt of ' that-: and rhat is when ſuch 
a Right Is enjoy'd vlainly evidently, 
withour any Contradiction or Obje- 
Aon. * 

This is: the laſt: meining of ' the 
Words, arid therefore the plain thean- 
ing'of "he Convocation :" Bur if there 
were any obſcurtty in them, K- will 
appear by confulting rhe Content, and 


other places, thar that was their mean- 


ing, and'no other; arid that is the o- 
ther way of underſtanding the: ſenſe 
of -an' Authour, 

I have already conſider*d the Inſtance 
of 4thaliah, which is as fulland dige& 
againſt the Author as any thing can 
be, and can never be evaded,- bur by 
charging the Convocation with being 
as Incouſiderate, and as full of Contra- 
di&ions 'as himſelf: Bur: for the = 

or. 


(#9) 


ther clearing this Point "there' is one 


thing more to be obſeryed from that 


Inſtance, 'and that is the Reaſon they 


give why Athaliah was a Tyramucal 
Uſurper, and upon\what aocount: they 
juſtihe the Proceeditips of Fobaihda and 
the People againſt tier ; at1d that i, 
Joaſh, their {ate Kyng's Son,bring the 
their only natural Lord and Soupreign, 
and which in the Canon they expreſs 
thus, the right Heir of that Kingdom 
being then alive; plainly intimating, 
That if the right Heir had not been 
alive, Athaltah, ( by what ill means {6- 
ever ſhe attain'd it, ) having ; a 
ſefion of the Kingdom, would by that 
have had a Right to the Government : 
-For a Poffeſſory Right is ſomething, 
ard where” there- 15 Ho! better, that 
 onght to catryit; And the Concluſion 
from hence is this: That any Perſon 
(by what means ſoever;) gaining the 
. Poſſeſſion of the Throne, if there:be tio 
better Claims againſt him, then he hath 
a Right to it ;-and then, and'not till 
: then, he's throughly ferled.!It is agreed 
| on} all Hands, That 'a Right to-x Gv- 
; Fernmient may be- acquired,: bythe 
' Geath or ceflion of the Perſons in whom 
_ the Ripht was: And this is the Cale. 
In - this ' Chapter the Convocation 
mentions ſeveral variations of Govern- 
ment; as'to -the Forms, Ariſtocracy, 
and Democracy 3 and as to the ambi- 
tions encroaching of :Kings'upon their 
Neighbours, and- particularly the four 
Monarchies, and the King of Babylox 
upon the Jews : All which reſpective 
Governments, thouph they were be» 
gun by/ Rebellion; Ambition, and un- 
lawful meatis, (( which the: Convoca- 
tiof ' condemns;') yet afterwards they 
became-lawful Governments, and had 
ſuch aRight to the reſpective Govern- 
ments they did: poffeſs.. And I defie 
the Authour, (or anyMan elle, to ſhew 
Te ohne Engle Inſtance'( either withis 
Chapter; or ay wiere -in the whole 
Book, ) of any Goverriment, That the 


'Covocation requires or juſtifies, Alle- 
face 16:bg paid to "6. what hat 
t acqutured ſuch a 'Right..'A te th 


- 
1 
- # > 


'ſuch a-Pother .about two words, and 


difingermia 

then, both contrary to thew common 
and: uſual, meaning, and contrary te 
the whole Doctrine, and every Inſtance 
in the whole Book. 
\ + This was the Cafe of the Babylonian, 
Perſian, Macedonian, and Roman Gu- 
; verftiments over the Jews ; but this was 
not the Cafe of Athaliahand Antiochns 
Epiphanes; and therefore the Convo- 
.cation requires Submiſſion to thoſe, but 
 quſtifies the Reſiſtance of zheſe. 

' This Propoſition 1n tlie Convocation 
18 univerſal;Tbat whatever Government 


 # throughly ſetled, onpht to be obezed. 


And 1f -it-appears in all and every one 


. of the Inſtances they give of Govern- © 


ment; to which they ſay Obedience is 
. due, that theſe Governments had ſuch a 
Right ; and if it appears likewiſe, that in 
every one of theſe-Inſtances they give of 
Government, where tliere was not/uch 
-a Right, '('tho never fo full Poſlefiion 
. of Power, } that they may be reſiſted : 


Then it plathly follows, that as by he- 


% 


ing traughly ſetled, they do not mein 


bare-Potieflion of "wer, {tho it be 
'never'{o full;):ſo by it'they do mean, 
-ahd cats mean- nothing elle than- the 
Acquifition of ſuch a Right. And this 
I take to be fair Reaſoning, for every 


Authour i the belt Interpreter of his 
own ſenfe. And when the Convocation 


gives us. a general Rule kbout Obedi- 
ence to: Govetntnent, what better way 
is there to-underftand their meaning, 
than'to apply our felves to their par- 
ticular Ihitandes, (which in all Caſes ex- 
plain andprove'general Rules 2 } And if 
they give 1is Init ances of fore Geyern- 


ments, where was Poſletion and no 


Right, and juſtifie -the Reſitarice of 
fuch Governments, ard'it they give us 
#464, Oy 4 


noufly athnd unworthily interpret = 


In- 
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wot. 1d, commer Vi * Law, 


NN on re yoonomon ;.40 ille- 


ns 

to.dE lettiegs, ut WINE, 

Foundax ur Law. Th 

of all. Set Hpewrh in 

and d withous is.(1$.4 Cale inthe Air, 

+ AIST witigut. a Fontticn and: 
ſucha'Sc cement, as never was heardof. 


2. Ir denotes 4 quiet and peaceable 
Poſſciſhon,. withour, Diſturbance «ow 
other, Glaims or Prexcnders, mn, 
Can never be. ſaid. to he ola in an 

Kate, who hath: only an. »ſarped Poſe 


nds. the, 
Baſs 


| ſeſſion of it and when. there are other 


aud better Claims. and- Titles on' foor 
againſt him, and by. virtye of which 
he. may. be, cjc&ed, the next _Aﬀſiſes. 
ſion, ſay a wo 9 in. the Poſs 
1on,. 'when.the rignt Owner 15 4cty- 
Y.al Ry 1% him for ir, or 0 ns 
Pk - will, be o, (o ſcon as he has 
opportunſty, or. Mony to manage the 
Sur, is very, ſtrange, if any thing in 
this Age. can be.tirange, 
I&.our.. Anceltors. ſhould riſe ap 4- 
mongſt us, and we. ficuld «xpreſs our. 
felves. to th: in. the moſt, obvious 


"Terms. of Allegiance, Succeſon, Stttlt- 
' ment ; they would no. more underſtand 


our meaning, than if we taſkedto them 
in the Language of the 1:dzzs. We have 
a Metaphyfical Allegiance, and to (vir 
thatwe muſt now have a Philoſop hical 
Se:tlement; as if a. Man was ſeed in 
Civil Poſſeſſions juſt as he is ſerrled, in 
his Seat, or on Horſe-back : If he can 
bur ger his Feerin the Stirrups,and the 
Reins in his Hands he is ſet:led in the 
Saddle, Burt ſurely there is fomewhart 
More to ſettle a Nan-in the Poſſeſſion 


| a man 
Tenen! 


Men underft 
pa i ba 
LI0YY Fin i. ME | 


gal, Serclemen; 15.no Setrletyent ;, and. 
\n-2, Fomity be (aid. 


onfiit utio 4Y; 


other 


Cu J* 


of any Eikere, 4nd ſro this of” the © 
exteft Civit Poffeſhon, At thi rare," 
can bur get into the Manour- 
and nfivads the Servawes and: 
ts to, Frryra to-him;” lh as” 
firmly” ferſed in the Poſſeſſion: of” it, - 
a;" If h& had pyrchafed ie with his 
Mony, 6r it had defcended/ro him-by 
a hontnd Generations. , "But 
there is-no end of Abſurdities, 
"There js one word more tobe confi: 


Hoafe, a 


tired; and thay ts throughly (thronghly 
je tied a) And the# Cohvoration- is very 


a& and: 1 hers? -and' have uſed: thaet 
_ both In the Chaprer, and alſo re-' 
peated ir in the Canon, laying! a gre: 
lkre6 upon -it, and/as if the whats de- 
rermſnatjon of che 'buſtels dependeeÞ 
on it; 74 certainly they ujetht apron 
thing by fr. Now whacds the Imp. 
of ods bur" perfeMy, to alt ws 
rents _ Girpotes:” The Latines' ex- 
preſs it 0 omnt ex parte ; a'Go- 
vernment that Is a/tegethtr, upon all ati 
counts ſetled. Pur thife' ro /$2t- 
element always reſpes Right, and # 
peaceable Poſſefon® of that Right, 
without 'any better Claiins/ or Preten- 
ders; and a thorough Settlement is the 
uttnoft of thar-: arid rhat is when ſuch 
a Right Is enjoy'd plainly, evidently, 
withour' any Contradiftion or OMje- 
Gon. £1 

This is the laſt: meining of ' the 
Words, arid therefore the plain thican- 
ing 'of che Convocation :” Bur if there 
were any obſcurity in them, | will 
appear by: confulcing rhe'Context, and 
ces, thar that was their mean- 
ing, and'no other aridthar Is the 0- 
ther way of underſtanding the: ſenſe 
of-an Authour, 

I have alfeady confider'd the Inſtance 
of 4thalzah, which is as fulland dize& 
againft the Author as any thing can 
be, and can never be evaded,- bur by 
charging the Convocation with being 
as Inconfiderate, and 2s full of Contra- 
diRiong 'as himſelf: Bur for rhe 

ar. 


ther clearing this Point "there w one 
thing more to be obſeryed from that 


Inſtance, and that is the Reaſon they 


give why Athaliah Was a Tyramcal 
Uſurper, and uporvwhat zocount- they 


IE $ of Feho3hda and 
the People againſt fer ; ahd* that is, 


Joaſh, their {ate Kyng's Son,being thew 
their only nattiral 4M and Soutrein, 
and which in the Canon they expreſs 
thus, the right Heir of that Kingdom 
being then alive; plainly intimating, 
That if the right Heir had not b 
alive, Athaltah, ( by what ill means {6- 
ever ſhe attain'd it, ) having got-Pol- 
ſefion of the Kingdom, would by that 
have had a Right to the Government : 
-For-a Poſſeſlory Right is ſomething, 
ard where there- 15 Ho! better, that 
 onght to Ccattyit: And the Concluſion 
from hence is this-: That any Perſon 
(by what means ſoever}) gaining the 
. Pofleffion of the Throne, if there-be tio 
better Claims againſt him, then he hath 
a Right to it ;-and then, and/not till 
: then, he'is throuphly ferled.'It is agreed 
; oh} all hands, That a Right 'to'a' Go- 
; Ferninient may be- avquired,: by the 
' Geath or ceflion of the Perſons in whom 
_ the Ripht was: And this is the Cale. 
In - this Chapter the Convocation 
mentions ſeveral variations of Govern- 
ment, asto -the Forms, Ariſtocracy, 
and Democracy; ' and as to the ambi- 
tions encroaching of 'Kings'upori their 
Neighbours, arid - particularly the four 
Monarchies, and the King of Babylox 
upon the Jews : All which reſpective 
Governments, thouph they were be» 
gun by Rebellion, Ambition, .and un- 
tawful meats, {( which the: Convoca- 
tio 'condemins;)) yet afterwards-they 
became-lawful Governments, and had 
ſuch aRyght to the refpective Govern- 
ments they did: pofſeſs.. And I defie 
the Authour, or any Man elſe, to ſhew 
Te one fingle Inſtance ( either wmithis 
Chzpter; or atlyy where -in the whole 
Book, ) of any Goverriment, That'the 


(a9) 


-Corvocation requires or juſtifies, Alle- 


glance ts be. paid to 'it, but what-ha 


l | 
ight... And i 
they cannot; .as-I am pretty well allu- 


yorks noufly ahd unworthily interpret = 
whe 


dth contrary to thew common 
and: uſual. meaning, and contrary te 
the whole Doctrine, and every Inſtance 
1n the whole Book. 


\ » This was the Cafe of the Babylonian, 
Perſian, Macedonian, and Roman Ge- 
; yerfiments over the Jews ; but this was 


not the Cafe of Athaliah and Antiochus 
Epiphanes; and therefore the Conyo- 


cation requires Submiſſion to thoſe, but 


juſtifies the Reſiſtance of theſe. 
\ ..., This Propoſition 1n the Convocation 


18 PP 3 7 whatever Government 
# thy 


onghly ſetled, onp ht to be obeyed. 
And if it-appears in all and every-one 


. of the Inſtances they give of Govern- 


ment, to which they ſay Obedience is 


due, that theſe Governments had ſuch a 


Right ; and if it appears likewiſe, that in 
every one oftheſe-Inſtances they give of 


Government, where there was not/uch 
-a Right, '('tho never ſo full Poflefiion 
| of Power, ) that they may be reſiſted : 
; Then it plathly follows, that as by he- 
ing thraigbly ſetled, they do not mein 


-bare-Poticflion 'of-"Hwer, ({ tho it be 
'never fo fall;;)-ſo by it they d6 mean, 
-ahd cat mean- nothing elle than- the 
Acquifition of ſuch a Right. And this 
T take to be fair Reaſoning; tfor every 
Authour ts the beſt Interpreter of hs 
own ſenſe. And when the Convocation 
#ives- us a general Rule about Obedi- 
ence to. Govetntnent, what better way 
is there to-underftand tlieir meaning, 
thanto apply our felves to their par- 
ticular Thitandes, (which in all Caſes ex- 
plain andprove'general Rules ? } And if 
they give 1is Inſtances of forme Govern- 
ments, where was PolleHion and no 
Right, and juſttfie +the Refiftance of 
fuch Governments, and'it they ___ 
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when thronghly ſetled,'is to' be dbeyed; 
for that the Iſraelites obey'd the Kings 


Inſtances of other Governments where 
was both Poſſeffion and Right,and ſay 
they ought to be Obeyed : It is plain 
the difference only lies between Right 
and no Right ; and they mean 'where 


_ there is Poſſeflion of Government and 


no Right, it is not thoroughly ſetled, 
and may be reſiſted ; and where is Poſ- 
ſeffion and Right it is thoroughly ſet- 
led, and ought to be obeyed. And. let 


| thoſe Gentlemen who: talk ſo much of 


A þ ones Poſſeſſion without Right try 
if they can find any one Inſtance in the 
' whole Convocation Book, that will run 


parallel with the DoCtrines they teach, 


and the Interpretations they make. For 
my part I know but two,( Arhalzah and 
Antiochus, ) and both which the Con- 
vocation condemns; - all the reft f and 


' which the Convocation approves ):they 


had acquir'd a Right to the reſpective 
Governments. And it is an unaccoun- 
table Method of Interpretation: to pick 


out two words from a Book, and put a 


Senſe on them directly contrary to all 
Inttances in that Book. : | 
But that this and no other is their 
meaning of a Government being thee 
rough ſecleds farther evident from the 


Proof the Convocation brings of this 


Doftrine 'in this Chapter : For" after 
that they had affSted that a (Govern= 
ment,{by what ill means ſoeverattain'd:) 
after it is thoroughly ſecled ought tobe 
obey'd. For the Proof and Confirma- 
tion of this Afertion they immediately 
mention the Iſraelites not Rebelling 
againſt the Kings of Egype, tho' oppret- 
ſed, Gc. and the Jews, when in Subje- 
Ction to the Kings of Babylon, are cons 
demn'd by the Prophet Feremy for re- 
belling againſt them by the Inttigation 
of falſe Prophets, &c. Now I ſuppoſe 
no Man will deny but the Convocation 
produc'dthoſe as a full and direct Proof 
.of their Afſertions (for they add no o- 
ther,) and the connexion is this : A Go- 
rernment,though obtain'd by 111 means, 


of Egypt, and theJews in Captivity did 
the ſame to the Kings of Babylon. And' 


then-we have a clear account. what they 
.mean by a Government thoroughly ſet- 
led; i, e. fach a Government as was the 


Egyptian over the Ifraelites,the Babylo- 
11an over the Jews: And each of the(e 
had an undoubted Right to their reſpe- 


tive Governments. - Such a Right-1 
mean as that ;we are now ſpeaking of 
:by Death, Ceflion 'or Preſcription; and 
. then it neceſſarily follows, that they 


mean aGovernment 1s then only throub- 


ly ſetled when ſuch a Right 1s.acquir'd, 


otherwiſe theſe Inſtances, ( which the 


Convocation brings to prove and illn- 
ſtrate tYinſtead of confirming deſtroy's 
- their main Aſfertion,arid it would ſtand 
thus: In the Aﬀertion it would be Pof- 


ſeflion without Rights God's Authori- 
ty, and ought be obeyed ; but in 
the proof Poſſeflion with Right is God's 
Authority, and ought to; be; obeyed. 
The Sum of this. Matter is this : 
There are: ſeveral ways of attaining a 
Right to a Government, beſides Lineal 
Deſcent, as by the Death or Submiſſion 
of thoſe in whom the Reght was join- 
ed with the Conſent and Submiſſion of 
the People ; and alſo a long undi- 


fſurbed Poſſeſſion, called Preſcription. 
Now. all: Mankind are agreed, That a 


Right to a Government by theſe ways, 
may, be attained ; and though the ways 


that are uſed to attain that Right, are 


always unjuſt, (as the Convocation ſays 
by Ambition, Rebellion, &c. ) Yet 
when that Right is attained, theſe Go- 
vernments- refpeCtively are then law- 
ful Governments, and ought to be 0- 
beyed. Upon this Foot moſt, if not 
allthe Governments in the. World do 
now ſtand, and the Convocation Book 
( as the Title expreſſes ) concerns the 
Government of the Kingdoms of the 
whole World. And agreeably to that 
they were obliged to Diſcourſe of . Y 
tne. 


the Rights of Government, which 
they do under two Heads or. Claſſes. 
Such Rights of Government as are 
attained by juſt ways; and ſuch Rights 
as are attained by unjuſt ways : And 
having before ſpoken of thole Rights 
that are juſtly attained, as by God's 
expreſs Nomination and Lineal De- 
\ ſcent, they now in this Chapter come 
to diſcourſe of thoſe Rights which 
are attained by unjuſt ways, as by 
Rebellion of Subjects, Ambition, and 
Greedineſs of Encroaching Kings. 
But left it ſhould be thought tnat 
the wicked ways of attaining this 
Right was a. prejudice to the Right 
it ſelf, and People from thence: ſhould 
take occaſion to Rebel, and diſturl 
all the Goyernours of- the World, be- 
cauſe they could not ſhew an ex- 
preſs Order from God, or derive the 
Pedigree of their Government from 
Adam to Noah ; to p:event the ter- 
rible Confuſions that fuch a Notion 
would make' in the World, they fay 
that the wicked ways of attaining it, 
or the wickedneſs of the Perſons that 
have it, is no Impeachment of the 
Right it ſelf ; but when it is attain- 
ed, it is God's Authority, and ought 
to be' obeyed, as the Iſraelites obey- 
ed Pharaoh, and as the Fews obcy- 
ed Nebuchadne7zar. : 
This is. the plain and' obvious ſenſe 
of this Chapter, this the nature of 
the Thing, this their. Method led 
them to, and this is agreeable to all 
the Inſtances they give us of Go- 
vernment, and this. 1s ſuitable to all 
the Doctrines which they teach a- 
- bout 1t. pen 
Now therefore I ſhall further ſhew 
the Abſurdity of this Author's Inter- 
pretation in. the three following Par- 
ticulars : | 


LT. It is inconfiſtent with the main 
and fundamental Doctrine delivered 


ln the Book. 
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1T. It reproaches. the Worthies of 
the Church of England, who ſuffered 
between the Years 42. and 60. 
IT. Ttmaintains an abſurd, unrea- 
ſonable, and ungodly Doctrine. 


_ 7. Such an Interpretation 1s incon- 
Gitent with the main and funda- 
mental Dottrines of the Convocation 
Book. 

I have already ſhewed it 1s incon- 
ſiſtent with all the Inſtances they give, 
and I ſhall now ſhew that 1t is incon- 
fittent with the fundamental DoCctrines 
they teach. | 


The principal Dofrines of the 
Convocation Book are Paſſive Obeds- 
ence and Nonrefiſtance, and the whole 
Defign of it ſeems to be, (that I mean 
that concerns the Civil Government, ) 
to make it good, That Subjects are 
bound to obey their lawful Governors, 


and* upon no 'Account whatſoever to 


refiſt them : This, I ſay, is their fun- 
damental Doctrine, - and whatever 
they deliver , it hath ſome way or 
other a reference to it ; and there- 


fore it is bat neceſſary to interpret 


their Expreſſions in fach a ſenſe as 
may beſt fuit with their main- De- 
ſign. . And now let_ us.try which In- 
terpretation of a Thorcugh Settlement 
beft agrees: with Paſſive Obedrence, 
and That we are in Juſtice bound to- 
believe to be the fenſe of the. Convo- 
cation, 


Now to fay a Government is tho- 


roughly. ſetled, when it hath acquired 
a Right, by a long Tract of, uninter- 
rupted Poſſeſſion , or by the utter 
Deſtruction', or Submiſſion; of the 
Right Heirs; this does not: in-the 
leaſt interfere with the Doctrine of 


Paſſive Obedtence , but 1s conſonant. 


to it, and to every other Doctrine and 


Expreffion in the whole Book. But: 


for our Anthour's Interpretation, 


when a Perſon hath got full Poſleſ-. 
fion-of Power, and: the' Lawful King 
ed K 
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much to keep the other out, become 
Irreconcileable and mortal Enenues to 
him, and if need be to fight > 29 
_ 3nd kill him, (for all theſe necellarily 
ollow from that Notion.) Now how 
the Author will Demonſtrate this to be 
Paſſive Obedience, or reconcile 1t to 
it, ts. not for me to comprehend. 
The Author hath offered at as ſtrange 
things as that : For if any one of a Fa- 
mily, though never ſo many degrees 
off, and him ſet up by the People too, 
be Succeflion in a Hereditary Mo- 
narchy. - If forceable Poſleflion be a 
thorough ſettlement.; then for any 
thing I know, fighting againſt and 
kiling a Rightful King. even when we 
acknowledg the Right-to be in him, 
may be Paſlive Obedience. And it this 
be the Cafe, I have nothing to do 
but to beg of God to keep me in my 
Senſes. IN 
And that . is abundantly ſufficient 
to prevent unpoling on, by ſuch Ar- 


guments , the Author 1f he, pleaſes - 


may call white black, -and heat 
cold : but if he do, ſure he expects 
not to convince others of it, nor ea- 


fly perſuade them he believes it him- 


- But then, if fighting againſt and 
killing a King we ; hang ſworn Allegi- 
ance to, be not Pallive Obedience, 
then by a | Government tharoughly 
ſettled, the Convocation doesnot mean 
baxe Poſlellon of Power. _ 


2+ Thus Inter ret 108 repr aches 
land, who, ſuffered between the Years 
42, and 60, 
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have been thought 


few Years ſince it would 


A very | 
a high Degree of 
Madneſs for a Church of England Man 
fo have doubted, who (in the late 
Times) acted moſt. agreeably to the 
Principles of that Church in the Toint 
of " Alepiatice and Government; el- 
ther , Archbiſhop Fuxton, Biſhop Co- 
2ens, Biſhop Gunning, &c. or Hugh 
Peters, Dr. Owen, or . Fohn Goodwyn. 


+ But now our Author, hath clearly de- 


termined it for Hugh, | and his Bre« 
thren, and againſt the Biſhops. Now 
as ridiculous as this is, it is certainly 
the Caſe ; for if the Author be right, 
all theſe Reverend and Excellent Men 
who were undone for their Loyalty, 
ated ignorantly or unſincerely ; and 
thoſe only who followed the ſeveral 
Revolutions, and adhered to them a- 
gainſt the King , are the Men that 
aCted according to the Principles of 
ow Church of England; nay, even 
for Church of England Men too; and 


_ (which is the ſtrangeſt thing of all) 


even in point of Allegiiznce and Go- 
vernment. For that Government that 
appointed the Teh Court of Juſtice 
had. a full Pofſeflion of Power, an 

all Places of Truſt, &c. were in 
their Hands, and at their diſpoſal. 
And by reafon of that they had a 
ſufficient Authority, (even God's) by 
Cammuſſion from which they aCted ; 
and then all their Allegiance was 
juftly - transferred from the. King ta 
them, : By Virtue . of - which - they 


_ did but their, Duty, but in ating 


under ſuch a Commiſſion from their 
Governors, -and alſo in. purſuing.to 
death: the Enemies and Competitors 
of that Gavernment whoſe Subjects 
they were, and whoſe Security and 
Eſtabliſhment they were bound to pro- 

mote... --_ pg 
And. is this; no prejudice: fa this 
Interpretation 2 Mutt we- pagt with: 
our Senſes, as well as our Principles? 
Is it poſſible for any Man to ages 
: at 


Regicides themſelves will put in - 


that Fohn Goodwyn way & befter 
Church of | 
of Alfegiance Government, than 
Doctor Hmmond ? Or that the Prin- 
| js of the Church of England* Ju 
| , ftiethe Murther of Charles the firſt? 
F. do not know of what weight this 
may' be with the Author ; but any 
Man, who had any reſpect for the 
Church of England, would have been 
a little cautious. how he had” faſten- 
ed* fach'a Senſe upon the Words of 
fuch a Venerable Convocation, as 
ſhould . juſtifie the moſt execrable 
Villiny under the Sur, and reproach 
as great and worthy Men as ever were 
Members of it , and ſome of them 
probably Members of this Convoca- 
tion, and condemn theth in thoſe 
very Inſtances which were the high- 
eſt Evidences of their Vertnies' and 
Sincerity, and upon Account'of which 
their Names and Memories will al- 
ways be precious ; and one fingte 
Example of ſuch Men is of more 
value. with all good* Men, than that 
of a thouſand Weather-Cock Divines, 
who can turn themſelves' and their 
Principles as there is' occafion, and by 
the help of Publkck Good, and a Fee 
ſuitical DiſtinAtion or two, can make 
them ſuit with any Power in the 
World. | | 
Now. Men (if they have a mind to 
it) may defend Hrgh Peters, Brad- 
ſhaw , and the High Court of Fu 
ſiice, and condemn their - Judges and 
ſuries for murthering honeſt Men, 
who did but their Duty. They may, 
if. they will, applaud the Practices of 
Nye, .Marſhall, and ' M:lton, and dif- 
like thoſe of the Glorious: Sufferers for 
their King and their Conſciences. And 
to bring for Principles of the Church 
of England that wilt do. all this, is 
as. ridiculous as. it 1s ſhameleſs and 
impudent, ._ | 


3. This Interpretation maintains an 
ablurd, unreaſonable , ungodly Do- 
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land Man , in Point fion 


LY 
-” 


Ctvrine, and: that: 18; That the Permsſ- 
of Providence 4s a Rule of 
Praice, and: a ſufficient Warrant 
to aft contrary to the Rules of Ripht 
and Fuſtice a Men. is 
does: not 'only- naturally follow. from. 
this "Interpretation, but the' Author 
afſerts the ſame almoſt in ſo. many 
words : For going about to prove 
that the Revolution 1s God's doing, 
he tells us, (in Page 14, &c.) 
That God's Providence in permit- 
ting, 1s 4” ſuffictent : Indication of 
his Will and Pleaſure, as to the E- 
vent. And (faith he) ſince Prophecy 
hath ceaſed, fure Þ am, that nothing. 
but Providence 4s wocal ro us, 1 
wonder what the Author thinks. of 
Scripture, and Right, and Laws a- 
mong Men; ſure theſe are as vocal 
as Providence, and: we are : bound to 
make'them the Rule of our Practices, - 


-arid are« ſo directed by God. himfelt: 


But'we 'have no- DireQtion or. War- 
rant . to' at by! any Methods of Pro-. 
vidence, contrary to them: The Au- 
thor goes on, Such ſkrong Arguments - 
may we produce from it, as will not 
with Eaſe or | Riditule be eluded. 
But for: all that I muſt tell our Au» . 
thor, That his Opmion as it it fooliſh, 
ſo it deſerves to be laughed at ; but. 
as *tis impious, to be execrated and. 
abominated, as tending to the deſtru- 
Ction of all Righteouſneſs, and even. 
of Human Society : For if Men muſt 
direct their Lives not by fixed ard 
ſtated Rules, but by God's Permiilt-. 
ons and Providential Occurrences., - 
we ſhould foon have a mad World. 
on't, and Robbery, Rapine, Fraud, 


and Oppreiſion, would be more to be 


obſerved than (nay againit)- Right, 
and Law; - and cven Scripture: it (elf. 
But however the Author -1s-ſo fond 
of his Notion, That he tells us, [te 
can't ' reſtrain. his Pen from the 
moving of this Query': Whether the - 
Manifeje [:1erpoſitions 'of a GY acts . 
ous Providence, that tends 40 the pro-.. 


mating of God's Honor, ana to: the 
Eſtabliſhment of his Church, be not 
to ws (now that Prophecy # ceas'd) 
a Fuſtifiable Ground for any ratio- 
nal Man to a upon ? 5.e. againſt 
known Laws and the engagement of 
our Oaths (for otherwiſe 1t 1s not to 
the Authors Purpoſe ;) and then with 
great Confidence adds, I think ths 
will hardly be denyd. What doth 
the Authour mean ? or where does-he 
live? Hardly be deny'd ? Why it has 
been deny'd a thouſand times over, 
and there is ſcarcely a Sermon that 
treats any thing of Providence , but 
denies it; and 1 do deny it, and the 
Author ſhall ſee what grounds I have 
for it : But I obſerve from the Au- 


thor's Query, 


© I. That he takes too much upon 
| him to determine the Interpoſition of 
Providerice, as tending to God's Ho- 
nor, and Eſtabliſhment of his Church, 
(in the ſenſe he would have it :) For 
the Author may know, if he pleaſe, 
That -God's Honor is as much, and 
generally more promoted by the Pa- 
tience and Sufferings of his People, 
than by thefr external: Proſperity ; 
eſpecially if that Proſperity be gain'd, 
or endeavord to be pain'd, 

undue means : It. is not for the Ho- 
nor of God to carve for our ſelves, 


to take ſuch courſes to ſecure us as 


he does not allow of, and to fet up his 
Providence in ContradiCtion - to his 
Laws. And the Conftancy and Fi- 
delity of Men, and eſpecially of the 
Clergy, to their Principles, tends 
more to the Honor of Religion, and 
more recommends it to the World, 
than to change and turn them to all 
Times and Seafons ; and the Church 
1s better eſtabliſhed upon the Foun- 
dation of Truth and Juſtice, than 
upon any worldly Power ; or when 
ſhe deſerts theſe, ard makes a Rule 
of Divine Permifſions. The Author 

1s.yery bold with Providence, and not 
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only makes the ſecret Things -of God 
a Rule for common Behaviour, but 
determines them to what end he 
pleaſeth. There is no doubt but that 
God will be glorified in all his Pro- 
ceedings: ; but whether by ſuch In- 
terpoſitions of his - Providence , he 
will bring Glory to himſelf, - by the 
Patience and Fidelity of his Servants, 
or any other way, is more than the 


Author can know, and he muſt be 


very aſſuming, if he undertakes to 
determine. 


2. Asto the Author's main. Que- 
ry , Whether the uv ran of 
Providence be not a juſtifiable Ground 
for a reaſonable Man to act: upon, 
let him anſwer it Inmſelf in this o- 
ther Query : Whether, if a poor 
Man hath ſtoln his Neighbour's Purſe, 
or (which is nearer to our Au- 
thor ) if a Thief hath ſtollen it, 
and given it him, way he keep 1t, 
though he knows it is ſtollen, and 
from whom ? He is poſleſſed of it 
by Providence, he did not ſteal it 
himſelf , and it is very gratious to 
him to ſupply the needs of himſelf 
and his poor Family. In ſuch a Caſe 
I ask, may be honeſtly keep it ? I. 
ſuppoſe our Author will ſay No, ard 
the Reaſon is becauſe he can't /aw- 
Fully do it. ' So then it- 1s not the in- 
terpoſition of Providence, but the 
Lawfulneſs of the thing that is the 
juſFifiable ground for a rational Man 
to act upon. 4 FRAN 

But does not the Scripture. and the 
Convocation Book , ſay that God is 
the Univerſal Monarch of- the World, 
That he ſets up and pulls down Kings, 
altereth, beſtoweth, and transferreth 
Kingdoms? ay 

Very true; and does not the ſame 
Scripture ſay That God is the Lord 
of all private Mens Eſtates, as well 
as of Kingdotns, and that he exalteth 
and 'deprefieth; . that he maketh Rich 
and Poor, and altercth their Wo 

a 


and Conditions, as. ſeems beſt. to+the! 
Divine Wiſdom: IH 

-<.. And 1s it not very foul to: argue 
from. hence? Therefore if any Man 
by the'Pernnſfion. of Providence, can 
corruptly,; fraudulently, -or ' forcibly, 
get his|Neighbonr's Goods, -or Eſtate, 
ito” his Poſſefiion”; 'why;- he maſt 
have them : The Laws and Judges, 
and all Men elſe, muſt: do- what they 
can to keep him in Poſſeſſion ; for it 
15 God's Will -it ſhould- be ſo: For 
( ith our Authour; Page 14. ) God's 
Providence in pertnitting,' ws a ſuffici- 
ent Indication-of hr. Will and Pleaſure, 
as''to' the Event. The Iſraelites, by 
God's expreſs Direction ſpoiled -the 
#gyptians ; and therefore 1f any Man 
ſpoil his: Neighbour, and get his Mo- 
ney or Jewels into his Hands; they 
are all his own : For our Authour: is 
very ſure, - ſmce Propheſie hath ceaſed, 


Providence is only vocal to ws ; and he. 


can from thence produce ſuch ſtrong Ar- 
guments as will not with eaſe. be elu- 
ded. And 1s not this pure Caſuiſtical 

' Divinity, and- admirably fitted - to 
_ : promote Righteouſneſs and. Juſtice ' in 


the World? But if: this hold not good. 


in private Eſtates, T would fain have 
the Authour ſhew me a Reaſon why 
it does in Kingdoms 2 .God hath the 


fame. Propriety, his Providence 1s the 


fame, and the general Principles-and 
Accounts of. God's Proceedings in 
Scripture, are all-one :: And therefore 


tf an Argument from Providence” be: 


not good, with reſpect to private 
Eſtates, neither is-it with reſpect to 


Governments ; and Right, and not 


Providence, muſt govern. us in one 
Cafe, as well as the other. | 
The State of this Matter 1s plainly 
this : Where we are free, we may 
act- upon the Interpoſitions of Provi- 
dence, as we fee occalion:; but 
where we are already bound up by 
Oaths and Laws, their - Obligation 
will hold us againſt all- Providences, 
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(nakedly and barely conſidered, ): and 


we cannot be difcharged: of them' till 


God by -his. Providetice hath: fo: or; 
dered and diſpoſed * Matters, as we 


may 'lawfully 'a&t without the Breach 


and Violation of them. When a Go- 
verntment 1s altered, and-ſo- as to ac- 
quire: a Right to: the Subjects Alle- 
glance, in. the / fore-mentioned ways 
of Death, Ceflion, Ec.) 'It is cer- 
tain this comes by Providence, { and 
therefore juſtly and' fitly aſcribed to 
K.:) But then-the immediate Rea» 
fon and: Ground of Submiflion is not 


the Permiſſion 'or Providence-of God 


merely 3 hut Providence proceeding 
lo far, as to open a way. that it may 
be done Jawfully, and' without pre- 
judice to other Ties :. In. this Senſe, 
we may follow the Direction of Pro- 
vidence, . and become Subjects to a 
Government that Providence ſhall @ 


ſet up. But this Senſe will not ſerve 


our Authour's turn, and yet it is the 
ſame that he delivereth, though | he 
doth not know it. He tells us: in 
Page 15. That mithout the Interpoji- 
tions of Providence; Prediqions'them- 
ſelves are not raſhly to be executed ; 
z. e. till Providence hath fo cleared 
the way, as to make it lawful to put 
them int Execution. 

_ Alittle before he quotes: a Paſſage 
out of - the Convocation-Book,: p. 47. 
That the Succeſi of Divine Benediftinns 
(which afterwards he calls Pred:i&10ns, 
asf Benediions and Prediftions were 
all one,) are to be left ro the Diſpoſi- 
tzon of God's Heavenly Providence. 
;Now this Paſſage in the Convoca- 
tion refers to Samuels annointing. Da- 
vid King, intimating thereby; that 
Samuel did' not depoſe Saul, nor put 
Davil upon undue Means to gain the 
Crown, but left the Accompliſhment 
of it to God's Providence; to clear 
and open a way for him, that he 


might lawfully take it. And 1t is plain 


D he 
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he was anointed! King by [God's ex- 

ſs Commandment, ( and: that is 
Sena more'than by Providence, | 
yet that did not tenipt him to 


 apainft his known Duty: And though 


God put Saul twice into his power, 


; MS he did not think ebat Prowadence 4 


take that advantage to make himſelf 
King, { and yet I take 1t, that was a 
great deal more tian Parmaſſion.) And 
David's Followersurge-1t home, And 
the men of "David ſard unto bim, be- 
bold the day which the 1.ord aid: unto 
thee, behold ! T will gove thine enemy 
into: thine hand, that thau mayſt do 


ta: him as. ſhall ſeem good unto. thee, 


1Samu. 4. 4+ And Avrſhaz allo (aid to 
David, God hath delivered thine ene- 
my. into thy hand this day : now there- 
fore let me ſmite him. God had gi- 
xen. his Enemy that purfued his Life 
into his hands, and' here was a gracs- 
ous Providence to.aft upon; God made 
him .a Promiſe, and feemed to - point 
out this as 2 means to accomphtſh it ; 


and 1t muſt be confeffed tius is as. 


plauſible a Cafe as can be put. But 
David knew, his Duty better, - and) 
though the Text! expreſies, and; David 


owns; that it. was from God, and 


that God did it, and that is by an 
_— and not harely permillive Pro- 
vicence ;.- yet he knew that was no 
Warrant for. him to act againſt any 
Branch of his' Legal Duty, but Gays 
exprelly, who can ſtretch forth hx hand 
againſt the Lord's Annointed, and be 
guiltleſs ? It was againſt the Law 
to ſtretch farth his hand againſt the 
King, and no Interpoſitions of Pro- 
vidence, would make that Fack In- 
nocent; he followed Providence as far 
as he lawfully nvght, and the Laws 
of the Kingdom permitted, but he 
dnrſt not att updn it in Contradicti- 
onto them; and therefore he ſays to 
Ab:iſhas that would have killed Saul, 
F. 10. the Lerd ſhall ſmitrt bim, or 


(26) 


deſcend into battel and periſh; 
is, he left it to God's Proyidence;. ſo 
to order and diſpoſe of Things, and 
to bring it about in ſuch a manner; as 
be might - take: the Crown, withouc 
the Violation of any Duty. that he 
owed, or of any former Enpage 
he had made to: King Saw, Now 
when Providence proceeds: in this 
wanner, and fo. to. make a: clear: paſ+ 
fage to Submilſhon, than, /and: then 
enly. '1t 19 a juſtifiable Graund te: add 
upon. But to talk of 'Divine Permif 4 
fions, as: a ſufficient Warrant to ju 
tifie- our Acting againſt Common 
Hs 2 Laws, and tlio 
rooget gations, 5 certamly 
one o; the wildeſt- Aſertions: in! the 
 E ſhall end this with: the-plain Judg- 


ment of DoCtor SeUingfleep in this 


matter : The great Revolivions of Go- Serm. be- 
vernment are attributed to the par-fore the 
ticular Providence of God; Gad#the-Commons 
Fudge. he pulleth down one and ſetteth. Nov. 13. 
up: another ;, mhich doth not found any. 1671. 
Rig bt of Dominion, ( which. ſome fan«; 3d Edit. 


fied, 'eall the Argument from Provi- 
dence was returned with greater forae 
upon themſelves; } but it ſhews, that 
athen God pleaſes to make uſe of Pera 
ſons or Nations, 4s the Seourges in his 
Hand to” puniſh a People mth, He 
gives than Succeſi, above their Hopes 


or Expeftations;: But that Succeſi gives. 


them no: Right. 


For a Concluſion: I ſhall add one 
Thing more, and which of it felf a- 
lone 1s ſufficient to ſhew the Folly of 
our Authour's Interpretation, and 
that. is, That ( beſide the many. Ab- 
ſurdities and Contradictions that- at- 


tend it, ) it- 1s: contrary .to the expreſs 


Doctrine and Declaration of the 
Members of. that Convocation. Now 


I take it for- granted, that they- un-. 


derſtood. the Senſe of the Convocation 


a little 


Fas 


-&f 


4 litfle better than our Aunthour. 1. 


ther contradict, nor yet deliver the 
Writings. 


take it likewiſe for granted, That 
what they had determined for Do- 


trine in a-publick and ſolemn Way, 


and in Convocation, they would het- 


Clean contrary in their particular 
But then it will follow, 
that our  Authour's Interpretation, 


and the Dodtrine built on it is a new 


Invention , and: never heard of in 
the Church of England, till very 


On Nov.5, lately. Biſhop Andrews, a very E- 


1613. 
P. 939- 


minent and Learned Member of that 
Convocation, in a Sermon preached 


2d Edit, before the King, but three Years 


163T. 


after the ending of it, upon theſe 
Words, Per me Reges regnafit, By 
-me Kings reign, ( Prov. 8. 15. ) tells 
us, That the act Regnant is twofold; 
Some are Reges , Kings ; and yet 
reign not, { as True Heirs defeated, ) 
and ſome reipn, and are no Kings, 


(27) 

difference between a Ty- 

rant reigning by 

Title, and a Tyrant with- 

out Right and _ and regnantis, 
om 


alawful 


-the Ki 

exerciſe Tyranny, he ca 

mm beg inthetbrone 
94 


a Fuſt Title, # ordained of God, 
and he who reſiſts him, reſiſts the Or- 


dinance of God : But if any Man: 
ſnatcheth the Kingdom by Force and 


Tyranny, he # not a King, but an Ene- 
my, and it s lawful #7 any of the 
People to do the ſame to him, as they 
may do to an Enemy. This 1s plain 
enough, but yet there is more in that 
Chapter no leſs obſerveable. Bel- 
larmne had objected the 
Quzet Poſſeſſion of Atha- 


Diſpar veroeſt ratio 

Tyranm ligitimo jure 
" \ V4 pa 
nv the Kin ne jure & titulo Reg- 
force, If a lawful King num per Vim & Ty. 
' rannidem occupantis, 
not be compelled by the &c. Roflin. in rebus 
Biſceps, or Nobles, or Temp«de Poteſtate Pa- 
People, &c. for ſuch a þ#1 Þ. 919. 


( 4s do all Uſurpers 07 the Throne , 
per Fas Nefaſque, ) always one thing 
it # to be King, another to reign ; 
Joaſh was true King all thoſe ſix 

- years be reigned not; Athaliah rezgn- 
.ed all thoſe fix years, yet true Queen 
never Was any. Of ſuch God ſaith, 

Hol. B. 9. Regnaverunt; ſed non a 
me. Why? For per me -Reges reg- 


lzah. for fix years. To 
which the Biſhop ane 
{wers, How quiet ſoever . 
it was, ut was wialent, 9113 

( for ſhe was guarded with 
Soldzers,) But what are ſix years to 
make a good Title of Preſcription, and 
Poſſeſſion, which, accordi 


ding to Grego- 


ry Tholoanus, ought to be'the Poſſeſ- 


nant, By ane Kings reign ; Kings of ſion of an hundred years or more ; and 


lawful and txue Deſcent, they re 
by me. Theſe were none ſuch, ſo they 
reinued wwithout any per, from me ; 
Sut egy 14 ages and moo _—_ 
R .de Jure, regnant de Facto, 
ts RAT, andere 
- #t #5 #hat- they ſo meet. 


Biſhop. Buckertdge, Biſhap of Rc- 
chefter, '( mn his Book written :1n :the 
Defence :of Barclay, which iBook was 
probably written :fome part of it in 

the time of this Convocation, for -it 
is-a very 'Elaborate 'Work, . and was 
Printed 3614.)) :ayeth this down as 
a genera} -PoQuine-: There 1» 4 great 


what are ſix years to an hundred? 


Athaltah therefore had not acquired-a 


Right to the Crown, neither by the 


Conſent of the People, nor by the- Pre- 


ſcraption of fix Tears;but being a mere 


Uſurper, and no Queen, ſhe might be 
depoſed. And _ we NY > only 
the Senſe of . this Right Reverend 
Learned'Prelate, that an Uſurped Poſ- 
ſeflion of the. Crowa cannot Claim 
our Allegiance, but alſo we have his 
Senſe of a thorough Settlement ( in 
one \kind, )--and that is when a Right 
to the-Government is acquired. by a 


Preſcription, and that is a long and - 


aninterrupted 'Pofleflion joined with 


D2 the 


at lex annos quiete 
regnavit -& potleſſio 
iſta eſt. quieta, (9c. 
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the Conſent of the People. And fo 
It follows a little after, when in an- 
{wer.'to Bellarmine's Objecting other 
Governments, which in their | begin- 
nings were Violent and Tyranihical, 


but afterwards became * lawful, - as 
that of the Cſars, the Goths, and 


{ombards, he ſays, That 


Impera jure Belli Governments acquizred by 


* 


P. 960. 


m—_ K 


acquitita, Temporis the right of War, by Pre- 
Przſcripiione legiti- ſcription they uſually be- 
ma hert foleht. Jbid.'' come lawful. But 'then 


by Preſcription it 1s plain 
he does not mean 'a- quiet Pofletiion 
of fix, nor many more. Years,” but 
when thereby a Rzglt to the Go- 


-vernment. is acquired 5; and confe- 
-quently our Authour's fult Poffeffion 
.of Dignities, Prerogatives, &c. to 
which - our' Allegiance, is due, 1s a 


Notion that before now never faw 
Light among the true Sons of the 


Church of England. 

5 Po theſe Right Reverend” Prelates 
I crave* leave: to 'add. a worthy: :and 
learned Authour, \who alſo wrote ma- 


ny Learned Tracts about. theſe: times, 
and he is Doctor Fackson, who hath 


. fully-declared his. own and the Church - 


of England's Judgment -in this very 
Point. .- He.puts theſe two Queſtions: 
How far .any Man which without Ti- 


tle doth take upon him, and by Fraud 
- and Violence (gets opportunity to exe 


erciſe Royal Authority over them 
may be reſiſted ? ' The: ſecond u : Whe- 


ther He that by juſt Title s mveſted - 


with Royal Power may be reſiſted in 
the Unjuſt and Tyrannical Exerciſes 
of at 2: RA. 

To theſe two Queſtions the Anſwer 
bath been long ſince -given, by ſome 


Moral Philoſophers, and approved of 


by beſt Divines. 


1. He who is a mere Uſurper, or 


a Tijrant by Title, may be reſiſted. by 


Violence, even to Depoſition, or Death, 


albeit be happens to exerciſe his Power 


Wo » HR 


with: ſuch. Moderation, as would be. 
come a Fuſt and Lawful Kihg.- He. 
that 's a King, ' or ſupreme Magi- 
ſtrate, by. J ſt and, lawful. Title: may 
not be thus reſſted,: atbest he exerciſe 
by Power Tyranmeally ; touching the 
former it is a Truth unqueſtionable, 
"That. . a Tyrant : by 'Tizle, or a mere 
T ſurper of ſupreme Power, ' or» an In- 
truder. into. the Office Royal,” may. be 
reſiſted, without reſiſting ther Ordi- 
nance of Ged, and the Reaſon 1 plaim'; 
fer that he could never nſurf or.conti-,” 
mue his. Power otherwiſe than by re- 
fiſting. ſome higher: Powers, or by re. 
Jiſtitg the Ordinance of God, And a- 
mong: others he Inftances, bz caſe he 
uſurps or exerciſes Royal Authorzty 
over ſuch as have been formerly govern» 
ed by Royal Succeſſion, be:openly re- 
ſifts Power much higher than his own, 


whether this Power be yet aftually an- 


nex'd toſome known Perſons that have 
Reght. or Titles te the Kingdom by 
Succeſſion, or not. *Tis true, -he ſays 
this Reſiftance may not be made by 
every. body. ; but he ſays it hikewtſe 
with .this Qualification, Save #n the 
Right and Intereſt of the Right Heir, 
or by hy Commiſſion and Command. 
And the ſame he ſays. a..little after, 
( Page 968. ) when he anſwers to-the 


- Example: of Fehorada's depoſing of 


Athahah, urged -by the | Papitts: for 
the Power of the- Pope to depoſe 
Kings. The. Power ' Royal or Supreme 
was by Right. annexed to the Infant 
Prince; 4s :being next. Heir; and Je- 
hoiada' depoſed her tho by Force and 
Violence had uſurped. the Royal Scep- 
ter. Ls it then all one in theſe Mens 


- Divinity, for a Subjeft or Peer of any 


Realm to ſtand for the Right of bs 
Liege Lord ; and for the ancient Li- 
berties of his Native-Country againſt 
a Stranger, or Uſurper ? Ana for a 
Stranger no Native Member of this or 
the þ; e: DI Commonaveal, t0 
throw down: the lawful King from hu 

ER ee re —© = 


Throne ? or t0 authoriſe his Subjes 
or others to do to him as Jehoiada did 
eo Athaliah ? And to bring in a Stran- 
ger or Alien, as he to caſt out 4a 
Stranger or Uſurper. 


Theſe Teſtimonies are clear e- 
nough, of the Doctrine that was 
own'd by the Convocation , and by 
that Ape, and I could add many more, 
particularly of Biſhop Merton, who 
not only taught but practiſed this 
Doctrine , being himſelf a Sufterer 
under the Revolution begun in 42. 
and of Doctor F:eld, then Dean of 
Worceſter , and many others, who 
have faid the ſame; but this would 
. be te write a New Hiſtory of Paſſive 
Obedience , And I think I may chal- 
lenge our Author or any Man elle, 
to ſhew me one ſingle Inſtance, not 
only of any Member of that Convoca- 
tion, but of any approved Author of 
the Church of England, and of that, 
or any other Age, but (either diſcourſ- 
ing ex profeſſo of Ulurpation, or in 
tranſitu ſpeaking of it,) what hath de- 
livered always the very ſame Doctrine. 


68: ) 


The Authour (in ridiculous Cant) 
tells us in Page 1,2. Since Biſhop O- 
verall's Convocation Book we plead 
Reaſon and Authority. But I tell him 


. In his own Language, That we have 


not only got a whole Convocation of 
unprejudiced and learned Men, but the 
ſame unprejudiced and learned Men 
out of Convocation, and all the learned 
Men of that Age, and of all others of 
the Church of England, who were re- 


moved from any Temptations,and the: 


fitteſt and moſt fair Judges to deter- 
mine, that have unanimouſly and ex- 
preſly condemned the Notions and Af- 


ſertions of our Author, and of all that. 


hold the ſame. 


I conclude with one Requeſt to- 


our Author, That when the next fit 
of Demonſtrations takes him, he will 


be pleaſed to demonſtrate this ſame - 


thing from the Hiſtory of Paſſive Obe- 
dience ; and to encourage him; I can 


aſſure him, That Obedience and Sub- 


miſſion, &c. will be as eafily demon- 


ſtrated from the Ei/tory of Paſſive 
Obedience, as from Biſhop Overall's . 


Convocation-Book. 
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" Ince-the finiſbing of this, Doctor 
% Sherlock hath; pablifh'd. the Rex 
\.. ſons that induced hin to'takethe 
Oath ; - He proceeds: ypon' the fame 
Grounds with this Author, and what 
is here ſaid (as to the main} is © 
of Farce againſt both, and wilh ſerve 
to Vindicate the Comvecationm-Baok, 
as well: from the Falſe Taterpretation 
of the Dr. ag of: the -Author.,) I ſhall 
not now ftantl: (nor dors-it concern nay 
prefent Purpoſe;) to. Examine all the 
Arguments the Dr. makes uſe of, (but 
that will be done indue time: ) But I 
ſhall fully further--Conkder what. he 
urges; from- the Convocation, and: 1s 
not mentioned by: the. Author, and ſhall 
alſo Clear theſe Afſertions- deliver'd in 
the Anſwer, from: fuch: things as may 
be raisd: in; Qbjection te- them, from 
the Dr's Book.. And in Examining 
theſe, I ſhall have Qccafion ta Conſt» 
der, and; ſhall thereby ſhew the Weak- 
neſs of the Fundamental Principles that 
he proceeds upon, ' L Obſerve then: - 
I. That the Interpretation of the 
Words of the Convocation in both, is 
the very ſame : But there 1s ſome Dif- 
ference as to: the manner of propoſing 
it, -The Author is donbtful and mo- 
deſt ; He catinor but concexve;and with 
Submiſſion, ' That a Government is ſets 
fled; when the whole. Adminiſtration 
off Aﬀairs, and all Places of Truſt, 
&c, are inthe Hands of the Prince. 


But the Dr..is very.confident of it, it is 


as plain, 44 every bogy can ſee it; and 


(faith he) If this be nat a ſettled Go t/ 
vernment, I deſpair of ever knowing 


LE Poſtleripr. 


- 


what ie 3, Now. it taut heremembred, Preface:- 


that. the: Dr. owns, that, in this Book 
be-hath'nenouned one of, his; Princt- 
ples, ail the whole Book: 1s an Evt- 
dence, and an Acknowledgment, that 


he hath heen very much miltaken, and- 


bath cantitmed! a> great while under 


the;Power of thoſe Miſtakes. And-fo- 
Toh; and/is: the fame Book tobe a-- 
gain-ſo-fall of Affurance, andto chal-. 


Jenge- People: 'to Anſwer him! The 
Principle. that he now renounceth, yea, 


and.all/the Principles he now Giſputes 


3gainſt; (though he calls it ſaftly- De- 


allert wich: as much Perenoptorinefs as 
why ſhaukd-he: 'then deſpair off knows 


ing any. other Notion -of a ſettled Goe . 
vernment, beſides his own; perbaps, 


{if no body- could inforta; hin) the 
Dr. hereafter might himſelf find--out 


another Notion of it; 'for what hath- 
been; may-be-!\-In the-mean:time, there - 


18 another Notion : of -it deliver - a- 


boye, and. which is inore agreeable ta. 
the: Rules of Truth and Juſbice, and . 


to the common. Acteptation-of theſe 
Words among Mens. And let the Dr. 


thew. me. any: one Approved Lawyer, 
or C:vslian ,' (who are. ſuppos'd 'to. 
ſpeak- the: molt propegly-in ſuch Mat- 


ters) or. any Hiſtorian' that ever de- 


liver'd fuch: a-Senſe of thoſe Words, 4ry. 
or: that ever aftirm'd; or in a meer - 


Nartatory, way, declard, That. an. U- 
ſurped.Polleflion, was a Thorough Ser 
ement, or any Settlement at.all, when 
were was a. Rightful and Legal Ti- 
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elaring his own: Thoughts); yet he did Preface. 
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tle in being againſt it, and that 
tle actually conteſting... Let hum ſhew _ 


(32 ) 
Ti- for his new DoCtrine about Providence, 
2. The Doctor ſays, That the Con- pag. 6: 


me (in the particular Inſtance) any vocation ſpeaks of the SubjeCtion of 


ment throughly ſettled,.o 2 
Thi Ou « 


Government at all. 


Tr 
aſſerts, That the Providence of Gia 


alters no Legal 


Rights, not forbids 
thoſe who are Lfpolfeſed of them, to 
Recootr "theiv Right when they can'y 
which (by the way) is ſtrange Doctrine 2 
For why:'do6s hot God'scAuthority in 
the Poſlefſor; (if he have-it) [bind the 
Diſpoſlefſed King as wal as the People ? 
and - is ſomewhat ſtrange thit when 
God diveſts a'King of his'Government, 


the has ſtill a Right to lit; and may 


4quſtly« recover it :+ This tends'mightily 
tothe Peace. of ' Societies} (oneof the 
'Drs. Arguments.) The'Cafe of the Kings 
the Convocation ſpeaks 'of as diſpoſ- 


ſeſſed by "God was quite ' otherwiſe, 


they had no Right left, as when Fehu 
iwas/Atidinted, 'Foram became his Sub- 
zject: ' Bet/it nniſt'be confeſſed! thoſe 
Wiſe :Men:never: thonght of' the Drs. 
Hypotheſis atid new iNotions': But to 
the purpoſe, the diſpoſſefſed King ac- 
cording tothe Dr. hath ſtill:a Legal 
'Right; and by vertue:of which he may 
recover: his' Throne ; Then:I-fay,-ſo 
long'as the:Caſe/is ſo, : and: thePreters 
tions to Right:ftill in diſpute; the con- 
frary Government :can itver” be ſaid 
to be throughly ſetled'z when there is 
aproſecution, but of a pretended Right, 
it cannot fairly be'ſaid;. that ſuch a 
Pofſeflion is throughiyſetled, but when 
there-is.a plain, viſible, and indiſputa+ 
ble Legal Right __ a.. Poſſeſlor; 
and” that Right»-aCtually ' proſecuted, 
in ſuch a caſe tocall bate Poſſeflion,. a 
thorough ſettlement, 1s one of the ſtran- 
geſt things in the World; andit - that 
be a ſettlement; all the World have 
hitherto: been- miſtaken. about 1t,-and 
we are. beholden: 'to-*the- Dr. for his 
new. Diſcovery: of a Settlement, As 
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_ approved Author, that ever faid,” That the Tſraelites to the Moabztes and Ara- 
Tyrannus ſine Tituls,(as is the Caſe the mites, and to the Kings of gy 
Dr. puts 1 his Book) was a q Tux 


pt and 
i duty, and that they 
' 1t, and from thence 


lon, as 
rk. 
" congl — + e tence of the Convocation 


tbe, 


at Princes, who haveno Legal 
Right may have Gods Authority, and 
ought to be gbey'd. For faith he, the 


"Moabites and Aramites "never could 


have a Legal 'Right 'to/ the 'Govern- 
ment of Jſrael, and the Zgyprian, and 
'Babyloniſh Kings never had any Legal 
Right:: Now but Three Pages off, the 


Dr. tells' us; That the * Submiſſion of par. 9. 


the. Prince may be thought neceſſary 
to tFansfer a Legal Right ; and then 
all theſe *Governments had a Legal 
Right to! the. Government of 1/#ae!- 
'As to Babylon, the Dr.tellsus, there was 
Gods expreſs Command for their Sub- 
miſſion, and Nebuchadnexzar carried 
the Princes Captive: with him, and I 
think there is no'great doubt of their 
Submiſſion, and efpectally-if they were 
ſenfible: that. God Commanded it. 'As 
to £2ypr, what Governmenttthe Fews 
had then among them doesnot appear; 
but what ever Government they had, 
Or, whoever: they  had-for their: Go- 
vernouts, it 1s' plam they Submitted to 
the Kings 'of Agypt as well as: all the 
People; -And the Convocation expreſ. 
ly affirms they did ſo. And the Caſe is 


the ſame with reſpect to the Moabites pag. 58. 


and Aramites;. whatever .Governours 


they : had; «they and the - people 'Sub- pag. 51, 


mitted; ':and! the Convocation 1s as ex- 
preſs ascan”- be';” They knew srwas not 
Lamwfultotake Arms azainſt-the Kings 
whoſe $abjects'they were. What! $ub- 
jes without Submiſfion ! and thisthe 
Dr. quotes too out of them; but then 
I. wonder upon what grounds he ſaid 
they could ' have ''no: Legal Right 'to- 
Govern I/rael ; for'if theSubmittion of 
the Prince- can Transfera\ Legal Right, 
then they, had a'Legal Right, *and\then 

to 
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' theſe Kings. whole 


to be ſure they could have what they 
actually had. If it be ſaid that God 
was at that time their Soveretgn , and 
He did not ſubmit ; it is true He did 
not, but the' Text ſays expreſly, that 
God deliver'd them into their Hands. 
But then this would be an Argument 
againſt their Submilſtion 3 For the 
Dr, tells us, that where God entails the 
Crown, the People were not to ſub- 
mit to any Uſurper, if the Right Heir 
was alive; and therefore much more 
where God himſelf was their King, and 
then ſure- they at hwfully reſiſt 

ubjects they were 
not, nor could be, and they needed no 
eſpecial Commiſſion or Direction, to 
deſtroy the Uſurpers as 4hud did Eg - 
lon, but they might, Nay, they were 
bound to do it, as Fehazadailew Atha- 
liah. For I hope God's Entall 1s not of 
greater force. than. his own immediate 
Government ; ſo that either their Sub- 
miſſion Transferr'd a Legal Rizht, or 
elſe their Submiſſion wasa fin. 


The Dr. afſerts, That the Convoca- 


tion ſpeaks of Iegal and Vſurped Pow- 
ers; But the Dr's Prootgfrom them 
are only of Legal Powers. And con- 
ſequently , that only Lage Powers 
have God's Authority, and a Govern=- 
ment is then throughly ſettled, when 
it becomes Legal: The Dr. will not, 
but the Convocation diſtinguiſhes be- 
tween the means of acquiring a Power, 


( 33)) 


that 18, the Goverimen. uw... ..__ 

the Rebellion and Encroachment : And 
a man cannot juſtly-become a party to 
the Government, no more than to the 
Rebellion, for they are both equal- 
p unjuſt, except the Dr. thinks that 
ſtealing a purſe 1s very unjuſt, but the 
keeping it after it is ftoln, is very juſt. 
I will grant the Dr. that a Govern- 
ment, by what ill naeans ſoever attain'd, 
may have God's Authority, and be 
thoroughly ſettled ; But then I ſay, it 
has not God's Authority, nor . is 
ay. ſettled, till it ftands upon 
the Foundation of R:ght, and becomes 
Legal. The Convocation never men=- 
tions Uſurpation, or, Uſurper, name 
or thing, but in one place, and that is 


the Caſe of Athaliah, and they plainly 


condemn it', and jultifie the killing 
her ; but1n the other inſtances of Go- 
vernment 1n that Book, a Legality is 
implyed ; or in expreſs Terms affirm'd, 
chap.31. it is ſaid when Alexander was 


dead, the Fems were free, none of hi Pap. 66. 


Captains having any Lawtful Intereſt, 
or Title to Judah; plainly intimating 
that Alexander himſelf,and the Per/ian 
before him, had a Lawful Intereſt, and 
Title ; and they likewiſe tell us of the 
Romans, that they were the Lawful 
Magiſtrates of the Fews. But nothing 
will ſerve the Doctor's turn, but the 
Power mult be as unjuſt as the means ; 


and if it was granted him, I wonder 
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and the Power itfelf 3 the means of 
acquiring Power may be very _ 
_ Illegal, and, yet the Power alter- 
wards may be very Legal. But the Dr. 
5 reſoly'd they muſt be all one, and be- 
cauſe the Convocation ſpeaks of the 
Ambition of -Encroaching Kings, 
and the Rebellion of SubjeCfts, as a 
means whereby Governments have 


been alter'd, therefore by a Govern- 
. ment being thorough ſettled, they mult 


needs mean .iſurped Powers. As if 
it was impofiible, for ſuch degrnlings 
afterwards to acquire a Right, and ſo 
Terminate in a_Legal Title, and *'Tul 


what he would make of it. That 
would certainly be a very odd reaſon, 
for Subjection, he that partakes with 
Injuftice, ( as he certainly does that 
joyns with it ) partakes with the guilt 

too. And if the Power be unjuſt, then 

'toabet, to defend, ſupport and main- 
tain that Power muſt be unjuſt like- 

wiſe. The Dr's ſhift of Legal Rights, 

and God's Rights will ſtand him in no 

ſtead, for that will ſerve all Caſes as 

well as his; God hath a Right to take 

away any mans life, or eltate, as well 

as a Throne, But if this he done by 

Illegal wes. | 1snot God's Right and 
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Sovereignty- that hinders. but we are 
bound to purſue the Wicked Iriſtru- 
ments, aud to bring them to Puniſh- 
ment ; and whoever adheres to them 1s 
a Thief and a Murderer equal to them. 
And if we forſake the Laws. and the 
plain Rules of Practice, and apply our 
{Ives to Providences and God's Rights 
of [Creation, we muſt be forced to 
quit Truth and Juſtice, and adhere to 
a company. of Thieves, Lyars, and 


- Murderers. 


3. To the Caſe of Foaſh and 4tha- 
lab, the Dr. gives two Anſwers. | 
1. The firit is this: Al that thy 
Story amounts to # no more than thy, 
That when a Legal and Rightful Heir 
# atiually poſſeſſed of the Throne, the 


ubjets may return to their allegiance, 


* and. by by Authority preſecuts the U- 


farper, &c.T anſwer, The ſtory amounts 
toa great deal more; and that is, That 


_ ſubjects may ſet the Rightful Heir upon 


the Throne, altho it be in the actual 
Poſleflion of. an Uſurper;tor ſo Fehoza- 


da, and the People did : they ſet up the 


Rizht Heir.) and ejected the Ulurper, 
tho ſhe had been in the Poſſeſſion of 
the Throne for 6x Years. But ( faith 
the Dr.) The Rightful Heir was attu- 
ally poſſeſſed of the Throne, for Joaſh 
was firſt Anointed and Proclatmea, be- 
fore any one [ii r:d a finger againſt A- 
thaliah. But is the Dr. ſute, that Foaſ/ 
was actually Poſſefſed of the Throne ? 
He was Anointed indeed: But is A- 


nointing actual Poſſeſſion? andit will . 


not be caſte to Joors it according to the 
Drs. Notion of Poſſeflion, of having 
the whole Adminiſtration of Affairs, 


- and all the Authority of the King- 
dom in his hands, f 


or ſure Athaliah 


. had ſome: Buthowever, who Anoint- 


ed? and. who Proclaimed him ? And 
who put him in Poſſeſſion 2 Why tru- 
ly no body elſe biit.his own Subjects, 
and theſe very men. that had: lived fix 
Years under the Uſurper. And then 
I perceive that Subjects may. ſtand by 
the Rightful Heir againſt an Uſurper, 


6:42) 


tho Poſſeſſed of the Throne for ſome 
Years. But then, Where is that Fide- 
lity, Allegiance and Obedience, that the 


.Dr. ſays we are bound to pay to Uſur- 


ped Powers ? But forall that, the Dr. 
goes on and fays, Now thi # a very 
different Caſe from- raiſing Rebellion 


Fan a Prince ; who u mm the Poſe. 
e 


ſion of the Throne, to reſtore an e. 
jefted one. And IT pray where is this 
difterence 2 A Man muſt open his 
Eyes wide, that canſee it; Was not A. 
thaliah in the Poſſeſlion of the Throne 
when Fehotada Anointed Foaſh'? The 
Dr. may call this Rebellion it he pleaſe, 
and Athaliah Called it Treaſon, and 
perhaps upon the Drs. Principles : 
But for all that Fehozada and:the Peo- 
ple. did their duty to their Rightful 
Frinice, and flew her -that was /in Poſ- 
ſeſſion of the Throne. And that 1- 
ſuppoſe: is no great fign that they 
thought Poſſeſſion of the Throne by 
Providence ' wis 'God's Authority, or 
that Allegiarce was due upon that ac- 
count. I know there 1s a difference be- 
tween Anointing a New King, and Re- 
ſtoring an Ejected one. But the Que- 
ſtion 18 concerning Allegiance to an 
Uſurper in the Poſſeflion of the Throne, 
and as to that there is no' difference. 
For theſe pay as little Allegiance- to an 
Uſurper, who 'Anoint a King, and then 
Depoſe him, as. thoſe who 4o it -to 
reſtore an Ejected one : And T'would 
fain. know what difference there is. 
( as tO Allegiance; to an Ufarper ) be- 
tween Anointing 'a New King , and- 
upon his "Authority i diſpoſlefling 'an 
Uſarper, and' doing; the: fame thing 
upon the Authority -of one already A- 
nointed. OST. ny 6 - 

2. His other Anſwer :is,, That God. 
himſelf bad intail'd the Kingdom of Ju- 
dah oz the Poſterity of David , and 

therefore nothing could juſtifie their: * 
Submiſſion to \an Uſurper-when the 
Kings Son \ was found ; but. in other 
Kingdoms where Entails are made by 
Providence, there the placing a Prince 

in . 


#1 the Throne, s a Reaſon to ſubmit to 


him as God's Ordinance and Miniſter, 


To this I anſwer : 


1.This Diſtinction is not in the Con- 
vocation Book, and fo it does not af- 


fect their Sence : They do not ſpeak 


with reference to it, when they call 


Athaliah an Uſurper, and juſtifie the 
Proceedings of Fehozada and the Peo- 
ple rockin her ; but the Reaſon they 
g1ve 18 general, The R:ght Heir of the 
Kingdom being alive, which extends 
to all Kingdomy that are entail'd, and 
go by Succeſſion : - And 1t 1s plain 
they thought of no' ſuch Ditference as 
to this matter : but that a thorongh 
Settlement of a Government ( and 
tho attain'd by the ſame 111 means ) 
was the ſame thing, and had God's 
Authority 'in -Fuda// as well as any 
other Nation, 'as 1n' the Inſtances of 
the Babylontans, Macedonians and Ro- 
mans , Whoſe Government over-the 
Ferws was not attained by honeſter 
means than Athaltah's, and was as 
much contrary to the entail upon Da- 
vid's Houſe, as hers; -and yet they 
juftifie and require Obedience to them, 
but juſtifie the ſlaying of her': And 
therefore it is plain, that by a thorough 
Settlement they do not mean a full 
Pofſeflion of Power, for Athaliah had 
as full- a Poſſetſion of Power in the 
Ringdom of Fudah, as had the Baby- 
lontahs, Macedonians,'or Romans, nor 
do they reckon God's Entail upon Da- 
vid's Poſterity any ground of Diffe- 


rence in 'this matter, for the Goyern-- 


ment of Fudah by Babylonians was as 
much contrary te that Entail, as the 
Government of Arhaliah. 


2. The Drs. Arguments will equal- 


ly juſtifie Submiſſion to' Arhalrab m 
the Kingdom of F#udah, notwithſtand- 
ing ſuch entail, as to an Uſurper in any 
other Nation. I ſhall inſtance in two ; 


his Argument from Providence, and- 


bis Argument from the neceflity of 
Government for the Prefervation of 
Human Socrery. 


(43) 


1. His Arguments from Providence: 
Theſe equally fit A:hatsah, and ſhe had 
the ſame Pretenſions to Providence as 
any other Ufurper hath or can have : 
The Dr. tells us expreſly, That st makes 
no difference in this Caſe to dsftinguiſh 
between what God permits, and what Dag. IR. 
he does; for this diſtsnfion, does not 
relate to the events of thing:gbut to the 
Wickednefs of Mey, \which God only 
permits ; but the events of all things 
are in his-hands, and are ordered and 
diſpoſed by bis Will and Council,as they 
muſt. be,rf God governs the world.Now 
according to this Doctrin, Athaliah's 
Uſurpation was the Act of God, and as 
much fo as any other Uſurpation : ' Hey 
wicked Counſels and Deſigns God only 
permitted, as he does thoſe of other U- 
ſurpers; but her aCtual Poſleifion of 
the Throne was what God appointed, 
and was as muchordered and diſpoſed 
by his Decree and Council, as that of- 
any Uſurper in the whole World. Far- 


| ther, the Dr. ſays, If there were ſuch a 


DiſtinQion,' we ought in reaſon 10 a- 
ſeribe:the Advancement of. Kings to 
Gods decree aud council, becauſe it- 
ehe principal a of Providence which 
has ſo great aninfluence on the Govern= 
ment of the world; and sf he decree and 
order any events,certainly he-peculiarly 
orders ſuch events ar will do moſt good, 
or moſt hurt to the world. Andthis 
fits Athaliah's Caſe as well as any o- 
ther; and it ſeems her Advancement 
to the Throne was not only Gad's De- 
cree, but his Peculsar Decree and Or- 
der ; for that event as well as any 0- 
ther Uſurpation; had a great influence, 
and might do much good or hurt in 
the World. Farther yet according to 
this Doctrine, the Dr: ſays, That ALL "RON 
Kings (and then ſure Achaliah =— Ag. T4. 
the reſt } are equally Righrful wit 

reſpet to God; for thoſe are all Right- 
ful Kings , who are placed in the 

Throne by God, ( as Athaliah was ) and 

it 45 impoſſible there ſhould be a wrong 

Keng, unleſs a Man could make him- 

| » 
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I only tuppoſe, that Arhaliah could 
not do what is Impoſſible, nor (it ſhe 
had never ſo much mind to it:) could 
ſhe make her felf Queen whether God 
would or no, The Doctor further 
adds, He is our King who # ſettled in 
the Throne in the attual Admmiſtra- 
tion of Sovereign Porwer, for King s 
the Name of Power and Authority, not. 
of mere: Right. Now Athalsah had:the 
ini{tration of - Sovereign 
Power, and therefore according to the 
Dr. ſhe was Queen by God's Authority, 
tho not by the Law of the Land, and 
Allegiance muſt be due to her as well 
as to any other. And all the Drs. Ar- 
guments are as concluſive and valid 
for Submitlion to Athalziah, as for Sub- 


miſſion: to any Body elſe : But if theſe 


Reaſonings be naught with reſpect to 


her, fo are they alſo with reſpect to 


any other Uſurpation; for if theſe 
be not certain Signs of God's Decree 
and Council , That a Perſon ſo poſ- 
fefſed of the Throne, fhould be own'd 
as King, and ſubmitted to, then they 
are'no Rule for us; if they are, then 
they were a Rule for the Fews, and 


'tis mere trifling to talk of God's en- 


tailing the Crown, as if God was 


« tied any more to the entails of his 


own making, thanhe is to human En- 
tails, and his own Decrees and Orders 
would not cut off his own Entails, as 
well as thoſe of -men. -If the Pol(- 
ſeflion of the Throne by Prqvidence 


| be aclearand demonſtrative Evidence, 


that ſuch a Perſon hath God's Autho- 


rity, and that God would have him 
obeyed as King, then it's ſo notwith-: 


ſtanding any Entail made by himſelf : 
But then, if it be not ſuch a demon- 
{tratiye Evidence, not only the Doctor's 
Diſtinction is uſcleſs to his purpoſe, 
but all his Arguments are unconcluſive 
- 2. His Argument drawn from the 
neceflity of Government to the pre- 


_._ fervation of Human Society ;3 now I 


(36) 
ſelf King whether God will or no. Now 
the People of - 


ſuppoſe the Dr. will grant me, that 

X ME os a 
Society, and then there-ts riot one; Ar= 
gument the Dr. uſes, but what will e- 
qually conclude forſubmiſſion to Atha- 
liah as to any other Uſurper, and the 
Dr. here, argues frem the nature of the 
thing, which is equally the ſame in all 
Governments. Now. the Dr. tells us, 
That Human Societies muſt not diſ- 


ſolve into a Mobile,or Mr. Hobs's ſtate 


of Nature, becauſe the Legal Prince 
has loſt his Throne, and can no longer 
Govern. 'For'the end of Civil Govern- 
ment,# the ſafety and tranquillity of 
Human Soczeties, and As: it # ne- 
ceſſary and uſefut to this end, becomes 4 
duty. Now the ſafety of the 7 ewiſh So- 
ciety was as much the end of that Goe 
vernment as of any other, and if for the 
preſervation of Human Society, 1t be 
neceſſary to ſubmit to an Uſurper, 1t 
was likewiſe neceflary for the People 


_ of Fudah to ſubmit to Athaliah, but 


it was not neceſſary for their pre- 
ſervation, or if that neceſſity would 
not juſtifie their Submiſſion to an 
Uſurper- in that Kingdom, then 1t 1s 
plain that ſuch a Submifſion cannot 
be warranted from the ends of Go- 
vernment, let theſe ends be what they 
will. Itis not to be doubted but-men 
may do ſome things for the pfeſerva- 
tion of a Society while they are under 
an Uſurper; but that will not ſerve the 
Drs. turn, except they go through with 
the matter, and do every thing that 1s 
due to a Rightful King. Biſhop Sax- 
derſon ownsit lawful to pay ſome kind 
of ſubmiſſion, as to defend the Country 
againſt a: Foreign Enemy, to preſerve 
Trade and Commerce, &c. But with- 
qut any. regard to the Authority of 
the Uſurper or his Laws ; for he has 


no- Authority, and his Laws do not - 


oblige- in Conſcience, &©c. Now the 
De. tells us, He cannot be of hu mind, 
for if the. ſafety and tranquillity of 


Human Societies require any thing of 


m1, it both requires and juſtifies a yo: 
eal 
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deal! more : Well, whatſoever it re- 
quires, I hope it required as much in 
the Kingdom of Fudab .as any where 
elſe. And by that we ſhall eaſily diſcern 
the force of the Dr's Argument. 

1. He ſays, As the Biſhop ſtates the 
matter, this deſtroys Civil Govern- 
ment, and a governed ſociety, for here is 
neither Kzng nor Subje, no Authority 
to Command, nor duty to obey, and no 
man will call thy a Civil Government, 
or ſociety to which Authority, and Obe- 
dence is Eſſential. Well now, I ask 
the Dr. what muſt the Subjects of Fu- 
aah do, Athaliab had got the Poſſelion 


C37.) 


ſeience to obey, and ſu 


of the Throne for fix years, and what 
would become of Society all that while ? 
why *tis plain as can be, they muſt own 
her Authority, and pay Allegiance to 
her: For ſays the Dr. If Human $0- 
cieties muſt be preſerv'd, then the ne- 
ceſſities of government give Authority 
tothe Prince, and lay an Obligation of 
Duty on the Subjet : if GT will Pre- 
ſerve Human Societies, we muſt con- 
clude, that when he removes one King 
out of the Throne, he gives hs Autho- 
raty to him, whom he places there ; for 
without Authority, Human Societies 
muſt dicband. This methinks is very 
bold, as if God had no other way of 
preſerving Human Society, . but accord- 
ing to our fancies, and Scheme of Po- 
[iticks, but however it concludes ſuffi- 
ciently againſt the Dr, for if Human 
Society cannot be preſerv'd, but by the 
Authority of an Uſurper, and if God 
will preſerve Human Society, it muſt 
be concluded that he hath given his 
Authority to him that Polleſles the 
Throne, then he had given his Auth 
rity to Athaliah, or elle all theſe dread- 
ful conſequences mult follow, and the 
Society of Fudah muit disband, and 
come to nothing. But then if it did not 
neceſſarily follow , that ſuch ſtrange 
things muſt come to paſs in the 6 years 
of Athatliahs Uſurpation ; or however 
that that was not a ſufficient Reaſon 
for Transferring their Allegiance to her, 


then *tis plain.that the Dr's. Argument, 
from the Nature of the thing is not 
true, Nor does he conclude, rightly 
from it. And the Caſe is. the ſame in 
what follows. | | 
2. I would ash (ſays be) whether the 
Care of my own DIERT and pub- 
lick duty, &c. do oblige me in. Con- 
it to the Go- 
vernment,and the Princegobo governs, 
and to wiſh, and pray for, and do my 
utmoſt ta egdeavaur ther proſperity.; 
if it does, this is the ſame with Allegi- 
ance, . and. then - we may ſwear it too ;. 
if not, then I am:at liherty to diſturb 
the Government ; and hav (lays the 
Dr.). does this contribute to the j > "aa 
and Tranquility of Human Societies ? 
That queition it does-not concernmeto 
anſwer ; But this I ſay, that it 1t proves 
that we are bound in Conſcience,for the- 
ſafety of Societies,to pray for,and to en- 
deavour the proſperity. of an Uſurped. 
Govyernment;it proves alſo that the peo- 
ple of Fudah, were oblig'd in Conlci- 


ence todo the ſame for Athaliah ; and if 


it does not prove that, then it does not 
prove, that the Tranquillity of Human 
Society is a ſufficient Reaſon to Oblige- 
men tm Conſcience, to Submut to, to. 
pray for, and to endeayour the Proſpe- 
rity of an Uſurper. . | 
3.Suppoſe the Government ſhould nat 
think it ſelf ſafe, to leave all Men at 
liberty to diſturb.it, but ſhould require 
an Oath of Fidelity,ohich is the Uni- 
verſal Prattice of _ 
what ſhould the Subjects of Fudah do 
in this Caſe ?- Why truly there 1s no re- 


medy, they mult e'en ſwear, for the Dr. 


tells us, Should every Man refuſe the 


Oath,and the Princs had Power enough- 
to compel,vhat muſt be the effe& of thu, 
but the utter Ruin, and deſtruftion of 
the Nation. But then if all this, and ten 
times. more. would not prove, that the 


People of Fudah might lawfully ſwear 


Allegiance to Atbalzab, then it wilk 
prove that the Dr. 1s. miſtaken, in his 


Argument, and nothing can be con- 
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cluded from it.. I ſhall paſs over his 
next Reaſon, "which notwithſtanding 
15 equally applicable to the ſame pur- 
poſe,” and come tohis © 

' 5. Which is concerning the preſu- 
med conſent of the ejected Prince. Now 
(ſays'the Dr.) If we wall preſume, we 


ſhould preſume all that 1s reaſonable, 


1. e.” all that is neceſſary for the preſer- 


vation of his Subjets, when he can Go- 


vern them no longer, and then pe. may 
preſume bis confent to Oaths of Alle: 


 grance';, all this 1 hope may. be preſu- 


med as well -in Fudah, as any other 
Country. But now the Dr. comes to 
Clench the Buſineſs; and tho he will 


not meddle with that Queſtion, whether . 


a King leaving hy Kimgdoms m' a 
Fri be Abadication ; yet this (faith 
hes one may reaſortably preſume, that 
a King who forſakes his Kingdom to 
Subjefs leave to conſult theirs; if this 
will juſtifie a King to ſave himſelf by 


leaving his Kingdom, why will it not 


juſtifie Subjets,” when their King has 


left them, "to ſubmit and comply with 


the- prevailing Powers ,' as far as 1s 


neceſſary to preſerve themſelves ?- That 


s, even by Oaths ef Allegiance, af that 
be necelſ4 -y. Now let us Transfer this 


. to the Kingdom of Fudah , Atha- 


lia. had killed as many of 'the Kings 
'Children' as "ſhe could find, to make 
way for her ſelf, and Foaſh was taken 
away to fave his life. And therefore 
the People of Fudah might Conſult 
their ſafety, and to ſave their Places, and 
Preferments, might become her Sub- 
jects, and pay her the fame Allegiance 
as was due tothe: moſt Lawful Prince 
in the World: and ſwear an Oath of F1- 
delity to her to' defend her againſt all 
Men, even . againſt him, whom they 
own'd, and acknowledg'd had the Right 
tothe Throne. For (faith the Dr.) Se/f- 
preſervation is as much 4 Law to Sub- 
jeRs as to- the Prince. But then, if it 


does not prove that, then' the Biſhop is 


in the Right, and the Dr. m the wrong. 


(.46') 


conſult his own ſafety, will give his 


And whatever elſe we may do to pre- 
ſerve the Societies, and our ſelves, We 
may not ſwear Allegiance, nor own. 
the Authority of an Uſurper. 7 
And now are not, theſe pure Argu- 
ments? The Inſtancethe Dr,pretendsto 
anſwer, ſets them in a clear light, 'and 
diſcovers the fallacy of them better than - 
any trains of Diſcourſe. The Dr.knows, 
that an Argument. that proves -too 
much, is as faulty as one that proves 
too little : Every body ſees that they 
prove nothing in that caſe that has re- 
ſpect to them, and thereſbre they prove 
nothing in ou r3, and with reſpect to us ; 
for there is not one Argument (if it 
have any force) but what equally con- 
cludes for their ſubmiſſion to an Uſur. 
per, as for us; for the ends of Govern- 
ment are'the ſame in all Countries,and 
ſelf-Preſervation; and Preſervation. of 
Society, and the neceſſity of Govern- 
ment 1n order to it. . All theſe are the 
ſame with reſpect to Fudab as to any 
other Society, for T hope Gods entail did 
notmake the preſeryation of the Society 
tobe a leſs duty in'them than in others. 
If it be faid the Providence of God will 
take care in ſuch extraordinary caſes, '1 
ſay ſo too; but then this is Univerſal 
likewiſe, and the Dr. who hath talked ſo 
much of Providence, might have let us 
have ſome of it here, where 'tis ſeafona« 
ble & proper.and the Application true ; 
in all ſuch ftrezghts and difficulties, we 
muſt refer our ſelves to Gods Provi- 
dence, to firid out. a way for the ſafety 
'of our ſelves and the Society, and not 
make a way for our felves, and act un- 
warrantably ; and I am certain we have 
moreground to hope that God will pre- 
ſerve -us and our Society, by keeping 


- ſtrictly to-our duty, than'by taking up 


unjuſtifiable methods of our own. A 
Kingdom can hardly be fappoſed to be 
in greater {treights in this matter. than 
the Kingdom of Fadah was: all thoſ:z 
ſrx Years of Athaliah's Ufur'ation,but 
for all that, theſe formidable bufinefles, 
of disbanding Societies, of ruining 4 

| din Nation 


Nation, was no reaſon at all for their 
ſwearing to her; but they truſted 
Gods Providence, and ſo muſt we, 
which ( as the Dr. can tell us when it 
ſerves his turn) takes care of all ex- 
traordinary Caſes, and there we'mu#t 
leave them. 


(47) 


matter, had: Athalsah come but an 
- hour ſooner, - the SubjeCts muſt have 
been all her own, (for ſhe was in Poſ- 
ſeflion of the Throne ).and were hound 
1n Conſcience to ftand by her, and if 
ſhe required it to have knocked FoaſÞ 
on the head, as a Capital Enemy to 


Par. 4%. 
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. v What follows in the Dr. 1s mighty 
fine :: He does not tl ank that Protetti- 
on and Allegiance ; but he thinks Go- 
vernment and Allegiance are ſuch re- 
latives, as the one cannot ſubſiſt with- 
out the other, if the Prince cannot 
Govern, the People cannot Obey; and 
therefore forſooth, becauſe: they can- 
not obey him,. they mult fight againit 
him,” and kill him; and'do their utmoſt 
to'ruin him : for: ſaith he, As far as 

he: quits. his( Government: ht-, quits; 
their (his Subjects) Aegrnence, and 
leaves: his\ Subjetts as ht dves. his. 
Crown,” to be. poſſeſſed by another; 

that.is, ſo ſoon as Foaſh: was taken i-. 
way and hid, the 'Subjects were fortli- 

with difcharged of their Allegiance to. 
him, and they as welb-as his: Crown, 
were to be poſſefled by Athalzah; for 

as the Dr. ſays; He may. have a Legal: 
Right to both, but he :cannot -attually. 
have the Subjets Allegiance without 

the Crown ; nor can Subjeds pay him 
their Allegiance without his being:re- 

ſtored to the: Poſſeſſion of. his Throne, : 
No more than they can-obey, when he 

cannot command. 'Now:the Dr. tells 

us, This is as certain as any Propojs- 

tion in Logic : And for all that, it-is 

as. plain a fallacy: as ever I met- with, - 
and the inſtance before us lays. it open, 
and I ask the Dv. Was the Rettoring Fo-. 
aſh to the Throne an Act. of their 
Allegiance or ho-? If not,” What Du- 
ty was 1t? Butiif it was, then Allegi- 

ance follows the Perſon of the King, 
tho he be out of the Pofſefiion of the 
Throne. I know the Dr. tells us, 
That FO ASH was. firſt Anomted, 
and Proclaimed before any one ſtirred 
a finger azaiſt ATHALTAH; 


But 1t that made any alteration. in the.. 


her Government: But the Dr. knows 
well 'enough, | that hs Anointing 'and 
Proclaiming did 'not-make him King, 
but that (according to. the Rules of - 
Succeſſion in that-and other Kingdoms) 
he was King all:the time'of Arthaliah's 
- Ufurpation , and/: Allegiance was due 
to him, and-upon the account of that 
they reſtored! him.) And then: it fol- 
lows, .. that Allegiance is due to a 
Prince, - tho his Throne be poſlelted by 
an Ufurper.:; The Foundation .the Dr. 
bui{ds all this'upon 1s a thiitake, And 
that..1s,, That Government::and Alle- 
grance' are ſucis Relatives as do M'U- 
FU'O:SE PONERE ET. TOL-= 
L-E'R'E.:: Now by” Government the 
Dr. :means/ the + actual {Adminiſtrati-: 
on of::1t;* And» then'/Government and- 
allies are ſo:farfrom being ſuch 
Relatives, that they! are: no Relatives 
at all,' they: are only [the Acts of Re- 
latives, :and to ſay the Acts "of . Rela-. 
tives are Relatives, is ſo far from being 
as certain, as any Propaſitson\ sn Lo- 
26, that it is' Logicul Non-ſence; it ' 


15 to fay thatithe Actual Government * 


of a Maſter; and-:the . Obedience: of- 
Servants - are  Relatives:; ſo that,' if 
a . Maſter be Spirited away, - or - tahen- 
Captive, ſo as he can give no Dire- 
Ctions in his Family:, nor. Actually 
Govern it, his Servants immediately 


. ceaſe to be: his Servants; and the Re- 


lation 4s: extinct, and when in ſome 
time after- he- recovers his Liberty 
and 'returns to: his Family, he : 


finds Its Houſe thrown out at win- 


dows, or. his' Servants: flown, - or his” 
Family beftowed » upon another Ma- 


| ſter. that. will. Govern 1t, for they 


have nothing to do with him; the 
Relation was.only between his. Actual _. 
Goverty, 


Government and "their Obedience : 
And faith the Dr. When one of the Re- 
latsves is loſt, the Relation is deſtroy d, 
and nothing but the . Memory of it 
left. The Relation is only between 
King and Subject, and the Actual Ad- 
- miniſtration of Government of the one 
hand and paying Allegiance on the 0- 
ther, are but the Acts of that Rela- 
tion, and Confequential to it, but are 
not Relatives themſelves; nor do they, 
mutuo ſe ponere & tollere.; if a Sub- 
yect istaken Captive, or otherwiſe hin- 
dered from paying Actual Allegiance, 
18 the Relation loſt,” and does he there- 
fore immediately Ceaſe to be a Sub- 
ject ? And therefore neither doth a 
King ; if he be hinderd from the 
Actual Adminiſtration of Government, 
ceaſe to be a King ; but hath the ſame 
Right to our Allegiance, in and outof 


Poſleflion : Allegiance was due to Fo- 
before he AE 


tually Adminiſtred'the 
ernment; Nay, when an Uſurper 


Actually Adminiſtredit,and fo it was to 


Danza, tho he fled out of the Country. 
BeforeT have done with this inſtance, 


there 1s another thing: to be remark'd' 


from it ; theDr. in his Preface tells us 
Concerning Schuſm, that the Principles 
a Pamphlet proceeds upon, are fuch as 
would whave made all the Fews Schiſ- 
maticks , when the High: Prieſt be- 
came Annual, and makes the Greek 
Church ' Schiſmaticks, as often as the 
Grand Seipnior changes their Patriarch. 


Now I have but one queſtion to ak 


him, and it is in the inftance before'us, 


ſuppoſe 4thal:ah ſhould have deposd 
Febotada, and put another High Prieſt | 


1n his place, who were the Fews bound 
in Conſcience to Communicate with ? 
Or does he believe they would have 
deſerted Fehoiada, and have joyn'd 
themſelves any more to Athaliah's 
High Prieſt, than they did to Athaliab 
her ſelf : when the Dr. gives me aclear 
anſwer to this, he ſhall hear more of 
amy mind. 


. 


3- The Dr's Diſtinction is againſt 


(:40 ) 


him. *'Tis true, God did entayle the 
Kingdom of Fudah on the Fanily of 
David, and for that Reaſon they - 
ought not to Submit to an Uſurper, 
but this is ſo far from being a Reaſon, 
why they may.Submit to one in other 
Kingdoms, where Entayles are made by 


Laws, that it is a Reaſon, and a very | 


good one, why they ought not : For 
Gods entayling the Crown of Fudah, 
was the Law of that Kingdom in that 
reſpect, and the People of other King- 
doms are as much bound: to obſerve 
their own Laws, as the People of Fudah 
were theirs. All Human Laws that are 
juſt, bind in Conſcience, and (according 
to the Dr's own Principles) Theſe Laws 
were made by God's Authority. So 
that the Dr.miſtakes the Queſtion ; we 
do not oppoſe Human Laws to Gods 
Authority, but-we oppoſe Laws, that 
are made by God's Authority, and 
which are a Rule to us, to Providence 
which isno Rule. When God entayl'd 
the Crown upon Davids Poſterity, the 
had then a Legal Right toit, and 7 
hath every Family in other Kingdoms 
upon which an entayl is made by the 
Reſpective Laws of the Country. King 
Charles the Second had as good a Right 
to the Crown of England, as Foaſh 
had to that of Fudah, and:Cromuvells 
Ufurpation was'no more a bar to him, 
nor gave Cromwell by his Poſleflton of 
the Throne, any more Right to our Al-. 
legiance, than Arthaliahs was againſt 
Foaſh; or than. her Poſſeſſion gave her 
a Right to the Allegiance of the People 
of: Fudah : God pave other Political 
Laws to his People, as well as this of 
Succefſion, but will any Man ſay there- 
fore, that the Municipal Laws mother 
Countrys were not in all: Reſpedts as 
binding,to the ReſpeCtive People. But 
to come nearer to our purpole : The 
Diviſion of the Land of Canaar to the - 
Twelve Tribes, was Expreſly Com- 
manded by GOD himſelf; and 
here we may try the full ſtrength of 
the Dr's Argument. The as} 
h | : 


of the Land of Canaan, to each Tribe 


and Family was allotted,and appointed 


God's expreſs Command, but the 


b 
Foſleffions in all other Countries, are 
only by his Providence. And there- 


fore ( according to the Dr's way 'of 
Reaſoning) every Man that wrongfully 


poſſeſyd himſelf of another Man's Eſtate 


in that Land, muſt be made to re- 


ſtore it ; for God had expreſly given it 


to the other, and to his Family. But 


Pag. 25. 


In all other Countries, if a Man by 
Providence, get his Neighbour's Eſtate, 
he muſt have it; for the Event is God's 
Act, and *tis his evident Decree, and 
Counctl, thar he ſhould have it, and 
to deny it, 7s to ſay that God as well as 
Men, is confin'd to humane Laws in 
diſpoling of Eſtates. But now if this 


| be falſe Reaſoning, and ſuch acts of 


Providence are no ſign that it is God's 
W1ll he ſhould have the Eſtate, but 
the Laws of the Land muſt take place 
notwithſtanding ; Then it is plain the 
D:'s DiltinCtion is vain, and there is 
not that difference in this Reſpect, be- 


tween the Laws that God himſelf 


Pag. 52. 


makes, and thoſe that are made by his 
Authority ; for God gave the Eitates 
of private Men to them and their Heirs, 
as expreſly as he did entail the Crown 


There 1s one thing the Dr. aſſerts, 
which ( if it were true ) would over- 
throw all that 1s faid, and therefore de- 
ſerves to be conſidered ; and that is, 
that the Laws of the Land are the Rule 


upon David's Family. 


_ of Conſc;ence, when they do not contra- 


att the 'Laws of jGod ; but when the 
do,tbey are nn Rules to us,but cheirok. 
ligation muſt g1ve place to a Divine 
Autko'ity ; Thereby intimating that 


| the Laws of God command us to pay 


all the Obedience of Subjects to Uſur- 
ped Powers,and therefore we are bound 
to Obey them 'with reſpect to the 
Laws of God, though we are for- 
bid fo to do by the Laws of the Land, 
Now if the Dr. could prove this as 
ſtrongly, as he affirms 1t, he hath 


( 41.) 


gain'd the: Cauſe ; for there 1s no diſ- 
pute, but we muſt Obey the Laws of 


' God, before thoſe of Men ! But where 
1s this Law of God. that commands us 


to Obey Uſurpers ? Where 1s it ever 


affirm'd in Scriptuve in expreſs Terms, 
or deduced from thence by evident 


Conſequence ? This Law had need be 
very clear and evident, and the Dr. had 


need be very ſure of it, when he builds 


not only his Book, but his Practice up- 
on it, in plain Contradidtion ( by his 


own Confeſſion ) to the Laws of the 


Land. He owns the Laws of the Land 
are the Rule of Conſcience, and if 
thoſe be clear and certain, /and it be 


doubtful, and uncertain, whether the 


other be the Law of God or no, un- 
biaſs'd Conſcience would ſoon deter- 
mine the Caſe, that we are bound to 


follow that which is certain and plain, 


rather than that which is doubtful and 


obſcure : Now that it is not clear, that 


there is ſuch a Law of God, 1s evident, 
not only from the Controverſies about 
it in the late diſmal Times of Uſurpa- 
tion, but that no Learned Men could 
ever eſpy this Law, before the times of 
Fohn Goodwyn, and the Dr. muſt have 
a great Opinion of his ownJudgment, 
if he think that himſelf, Fob Good- 
wyn, and Mr. Eavon, can bear up the 
Authority of this Interpretation againſt 
all the World. The Dr. himfelt tells 
us with Reſpect to the Titles of Prin- 
ces, That theſe are great diſputes a- 
mong Learned Men ; and bot then 

ſhould Unlearned Men underſtand 
them? And I cannot think (faith he) 

that the Reſolution of 4 tk inſuch 
matters as all Mankind are concern'd 

in, ſhould depeud upon juch Niceties 

as Learned Men themſelves cannot 
agree in. And is not this the Caſe of the 
main Principle, and indeed: the only 
material Argument'in his whole Book ? 

And it concludes more ftrongly againſt 
him ; for .the current Judgment of 
Learned Men is on the other {lide, and 
not many, if any Learned Man befiges 
Fo himkb, 
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the had 


Himſelf, ever held there wasTuch a Law, 
or concurred with him in his Interpre- 
tation of Scripture ; ſo that, if he 


could give a plauſible Account of his | 


own Interpretation, it would hardly 
be ſufficient to warrant ſuch a Book, or 
ſuch a Practice; contrary to a plain 
and known Rule, and about which 
there is otherwiſe no Controverſie. And 
this T take to be a ſufficient Anfwer ; 
however, I ſhall briefly Conſider what 
he urges from Scripture. 

Thoſe - Teftimonies he Cites from 
the Old Teſtament, That God giveth 
Kingdoms to whomſoever he will, that 
heremoves Kings,and ſetteth up Kings, 
Dan. 4. 17: & 2.21. 37. Theſe are 
certainly true, but nothing to his pur- 
poſe ; 'S God did always ſet up, and 
remove Kings ; but this was no Evi- 
dence that God would have Ufurpers 
Obey'd as Kings, as is evident in the 


' Caſe of Athaliah. And God did 5s 


much remove Kings, and ſet up Kings 
in the Kingdom of Fudah, as in any 
other Kingdom: | And thereforeit can- 
not from theſe Expreflions be neceſ- 
farily concluded, That every Perſon 
that gets Poſſeſſion of the Throne, is 
a King, and ought to have the Duties 
belonging to a King, paid to him. But 
the truth 1s, the DoCtor throughout his 
Book, begs the Queſtion : He takes 
it for granted, That every Uſurper is a 
King, when that 1s the Thing to be 
proved ;- and he knows all Learned 
Men deny. that an Ufurper is a King, 
as Athaliab was no Queen, though 


Throne; And what is ſetting up Kings 
to an Uſurper, who.is no King. How- 
ever, when Perſons have Poſſefſion of 
the Throne who have a Legal Title, ei- 
ther by Deſcent, or other Acquiſition, 
and who are Kings- by the Conſent of 


all Mankind, it is plain, that God ſets . 
them up. And it cannot neceſlarily be . 
concluded, that any more is meant by 


God's ſetting up Kings. And if it 


eagnot be. neceſſarily. concluded, then | 
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got the . Poſſeflion of the 


here is not from- thence any.ſufficient 
Warrant, to call every Uſurper God's 
King, and to pay. Duties to them ac- 
cordingly ; as Athaliah was not God's 
Queen, though ſhe had Poſſeflion of 
the Throne, and though God remoy'd, 
and ſet up Kings then, as well as in any 
other Age. | 

His Teſtimony from the New Te- 
ſtament is, Rom. 13. 1, 2. Let every 
Soul be Subje& to the Higher Powers, 
for all Power # of God, &c. Now by 
Powers ( contrary to the current of 
all pood Interpreters) the Dr. under- 
ſtands Uſurped as well as Lawful Pow- 
ers; And his Reafon-is becauſe the 
Scripture makes no diſtinftion between 


Kings, and Uſurpers. - Now I had 


thought the Caſe of Athaliah had been 
a Diſtinction, and had this Precept 
beeni given in thoſe days, I wonder 
whether any body would have doubted 
of whom it ought to be underſtood, 
whether of Athal:ah, or Foaſh. But 
( faith the Dr. ) If the Apoſtle had 
antended ſuch a Diſtindion, he ought 
to have ſaid it in expreſs words. And 
why ſol pray ? Does not the' Nature 
of the thing ſufficiently diſtinguiſh it ? 
And are there not general Rules about 
Right and Wrong, which extend to- 
all Perſons and Caſes? Does not the 
Doctor himſelf tell us, that St. Peter 


Pag. 18, 


Pas. 19. 


explains St. Paul, Submit your ſelves to Caſe of 
the King (1. e.) faith the Dr. in St. Re/iſe. 


and is there any need in ſuch Injun&t1- 
ons to diſtinguiſh between a King and 
no King ? The Apoſtle exhorts to Obey 


them that have Rule over Jou, mean- Heb. 13. 


rale to the Higher Powers ; P. 142. 


ing the Miniſter of the Goſpel ; now 17. 


the Apoſtle makes no. diſtinction be- 
tween lawful Miniſters, and Intruders; 


and therefore if any.Man can but get 


a Congregation, he muſt be. the Per- 


ſon underſtood. in this Precept, and 
the Dr. knows there has been as much 


Uſurpation of the Miniſtry as ever was 


of Civil Government. In ſhort, the 
Dr's Reaſon for his Interpretation 1s 
againſt 


% 
-* 


Pap. 34 


\ 
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againſt him, There has ever been a 
DiftinRtion in the World between Le- 
gal and Uſurped Powers, and 'tis pro- 
bable enough that St. Paul ( who was 
ſo Learned a Man ) knew it ; and if he 
had intended to enjoin Obedience to 
Uſurped Powers, 'tis probable he woul( 
have ſaid ſo in expreſs Terms. ; but 
ſince he never ſaid fo, we have Reaſon 
to conclude he never intended 1t. 


- 4+ In Anfwer to the Authour, it is 


afſerted above, That his Interpretation 
/ and the ſame may be ſaid of the Dr's.) 
juſtifies an unreaſonable and impious 
Doctrine, by making the Acts or Per- 
miſſions of Providence, a- Rule for 
Practice, againſt Right and Juſtice. 


Something of this the Dr. takes notice 


of, and puts it into an Objection. Have 
not Pyrates and Robbers as good a Ti- 
tle to my Purſe, as an Uſurper has to 
the Crown 2 Does not the Providence 
of God order and diſpoſe all theſe 
Events ? To which the Dr. thus An- 
ſwers; The Diſpute is not about Hu- 
mane and Legal Right in either Caſe, 
but about Authority ; Now no Man 
pretends that Thieves and Pyrates 
have God's Authority, T Anſwer ; 
What is this to the Purpoſe? I know 
Thieves and Robbers have not God's 
Authority, neither hath. an Uſurper ; 
but have they not God's Providence as 
well as an Uſurper ? And if Poſſefſion 
of Authority by Providence, gives a 
Right to it, Why does not the Poſleſ- 


fion of my Purſe, by the ſame Provi- 
-dence, give a Right to it ? The Dr. puts 


it into the Objection, Have not Rob- 
bers as good a Title to my Purſe, as an 
Uſurper tothe Crown ? And it is cer- 
tain they have as good a Title, for they 
have the very ſame. I grant, That 
taking a Purſe, and taking Authority, 
are two Things, and fo are alſo Uſurpa- 
tion and Right. But the Queſtion 1s 
about Providence, and that is the ſame ; 
he that takes a Purſe, takes it by Pro- 
yidence, as well as he that takes a 
Throne'z and if Providence gives a 


Right, the one hath 1t as well as the 
other. But, The Scripture (faith the 
Dr. ) expreſly tells us, that Kingdoms 
are diſpos'd of God, that all Power u of > 
God ; and does not the ſame Scripture 
tefl us, that the Earth is the Lord's, and 
the Fulneſs thereof, that he diſpoſeth of 
it as he pleaſes, that when Fob was rob- 
bed, he ſaid, The Lord hath taken 
away : But if the Scripture had not 
ſaid fo, the Dr. fays it ; for he tells us 
all Events are God's ACt and Deed. 
And then it mult follow, that the PoG 
ſeflfion of my Purſe by a Thief, is as 
much God's Decree and Council, as 
the Poſſeflion of the Throne. The 
Dr. founds all this in God's Creation ; 
God, faith he, # the Natural Lord of 


the World, becauſe he made ut, and Pag. 1 | 


no Creature has any Right to Govern 
the World, or any part of it, but as he 
receives any Authorety from God. And © 
1s not this the ſame in all other Re- 
ſpects? Are not all Mens Eftates God's 

as well as Authority > And has any 

Man a Right to his Eſtate, but what 

God pives him ? And does it thence 

follow, that what ever any Man can get 

by Providence, though 1t be never fo 

much againft the Laws and common 

Right, it is his own, becauſe God is 

not tied to Humiane Laws, and hath 
a Right to the World by Creation, 
and may give it to whom he pleaſe. 
And I wonder 'what Reaſon there is, 
That 'tis a more certain Sign to us, 
that the Poſſefſion' of Power by Pro- 
vidence, gives any more Right to it, 
than the Poſſeſſion of Goods, or an 
Eſtate givesa Right to them. 

5. It is before aflerted, That the 
Author's Interpretation reproaches the 
Virtue and Loyalty of theſe admirable 
Men that ſuffered between the Years 
42 and 60. And the very fame does 
the Dr's Interpretation, and all his Ar- 
guments: Now this the Dr. takes no- 


tice of, but ſays it is only a Prejudice Pap. 45. 


but no Argument, nor can be þ rent 


into an Argument, And why not I 
:F {. hes 


Þ J 2) - o R 
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pray-? I had thought an Argument 
from Example had been an Argument, 
, though not always a very good one. 
And yet ( when-.it ſerves his Purpoſe ) 
he can make uſe of a fingle Example, 
-and that alſo very doubtful, as the 
Cafe of Faddus. But the Example of 
ſo many Excellent Men, at once, and 
freſh in our Memories, and whoſe ve- 
ry Examples ſupported the Honour 
and Reputation of the Proteſtant Re- 
& ligion, when the Dr's Arguments, and 
the Practices conſequent upon them, 
| made it ſtink in the Noſtrils of the 


World. And certainly fuch Examples 
as thefe, have their weight, and de- 
ſerve from us, and all Proteſtants in the 
World, .high Veneration. And it may 
juitly move any Man's Indignation, to 
ſee the Worthies of the World, and of 
our Church, mock'd and dimunſh'd, 
and repreſented as Knaves or Fools, and 
all to ſupport a mean and pitiful Ar- 
gument, that'has nothing in it. How- 
ever the Dr. owns, 'that this 1s a Pre- 
Judice, and fo it is, and a very conſide- 
rable one: And I wonder what he 
hath ſaid to remove it ; not one Word 
to the purpoſe. He tells indeed of 
ſome differences, but not one that is any 
Difference as to the Matter before us, 
of Submiſion to Uſurped Powers: I 
ſhall put them all together ; becauſe 
the Dr. fays, AJ together they will be 
more. than. Anſwer enough ; ani yet I 
think all together, and as much more, 
will not make half an Anſwer. They 
are theſe The great Vullanies of thoſe 
Days, bare-fac'd Rebelliow, the Mur- 
der of one of the bf of Princes,the har- 
barous Uſage of the King's Friends, 
by Sequeſtration , Plunders, Impri- 
Jonments ; Biſhops, &c, turn'd out, 
the Loyal Clergy could not keep their 
Livings without renouncing theChurch 
of E : The whole Government, 
and 
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land 
= Fundamental Conſtitution of 
the Nation was over-turnd ; And 
moreover, their Government was never 
ſettled, bat frequently chang'd and 


modelld; and they had not a Nation-. 


al Conſent and Submiſſion 3 for-. the 


Rump as not a Parliament, nor the 
Repreſentatives of the Nation. Now 
the Dr. maintains, That Submiſſion is 
due to Uſurped Powers, by what ill 
Means ſoever they attain it : And that 
I think is Anſwer enough, That the 
Villanies he mentions, makes no Dif- 
ference in his Argument : The barba- 
rous Uſage indeed, made ſome Diffe- 
rence in point of Intereſt, but none in 
point of Conſcience ; for if they. were 
bound 1n Conſcience to ſubmit, they 
were fo, notwithſtanding ſuch Uſage 
( Vid. Dr. Sherlock's Caſe of Reſi/t- 
ance }: But the truth is, they met 
with fuch Uſage, becauſe they did not 
ſubmit ; 1t they would have ſubmit- 
ted, and turn, and become Parties to- - 
the Government, they would have uſed- 
them very kindly ; and it may be, 
have reſtored their Eſtates and Livings. 
As to the Biſhops, Deans, and Clergy, 
the Caſe 18 concerning Civil Govern- 
ment, not Eccleſiaſtical ; and I donot 
find they were bound to abjure Ep:ſ- 
copacy 3 and I hope the being difabled. 
to keep a Living, eſpecially 1f it be a- 
good one, 1s.not a ſufficient Reaſon to-_ 

Rebel. Tf that be the Caſe, King W:1- 
[iam had beſt take care to keep up the. 
Rights of the Church, or-elfe the Dr's. 
Oath, and. thoſe of his Brethren, do. 
not bind them. As to the overturning 
the Conſtitution, that is but changing 
the Form of Government, as the Dr. 
knows the Convocation ſays, hen ſuch 
Degenerate Forms of Government are 
throughly ſettled; and when the. 
Dr. ſpeaks of Uſurped .Powers.in- ge- 
nera}, I (ſuppoſe he does. not mean it. 
only of a King, but, of a Government. 
Theſe Uſurpers bad ufurped the Pow- 
er. of the Lords and Commons, as: 
well as of the King,. but they were 
Ulſurpers ſtill, and no more Uſurpers 
in that than- in the other, except the. 
Dr. thinks, that they that Uſurp upon 
the King. muſt be Obey'd ; but My 
that 


' that uſurp upon the Parliament; muſt 
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not. But { faith the Dr. ) the Go» 
vernment was not ſettled ; if he could 
prove this, he might let all the reſt 
alone; but why was it not ſettled ? 
Becauſe it was frequently changed : 
but {every one of theſe Changes was a 
Settlement, 1f the Dr's Notion of a 
Settlement be right, and Cromwe/ was 
fully poſſefled of the Throne for Five 


- Years, and more fully and quietly than 


Pap. 48, 


the Preſent Government, all Scotland 
and Ireland, as well as England, ws 
in his Hands. - But as to the National 
Conſent in Parliament, that is indeed 
p.rt of our Conſtitution, but what is 
that to Uſurpation, which may uſurp, 
as well upon all Branches of the Con- 
ftitution as wpon one. The Dr: tells 
us, that Legal Rights is not in the 
Queſtion, God is above Law, and to 
whom he gives Authority, niu(t be 
obeyed, andthe Polleflion of it is an 
Evidence that he gives it. And if 


Cromwel poſſefied the Authority of 


K1ngs, Lords and Commons, why then 
he Rad God's Authority in all theſe 
Reſpects, and ought to have been o- 
beyed. And let any Man read the 
Dr's Notion 'of a Settlement, { and 


he tells us he deſpairs of ever ſeeing 
another ) and try it it will not fit Cr om- 


wel 1n all ReſpeCts, juit zs 1f it had 
been made for him, 


- But there is one thing more yet be- 
bind, ana that 1s an Argument from In- 


terelt ; and that I ſuppoſe is not much 


better than. an Aegument from Exam- 


ple: In. the Late Times { faith he ) 
of Rebelliom, all the Friends of Mo- 
narchy, &c, were bound in Intereſt to 
take all Opportunities to reſtore the 
Kivg 3 but were they not bound in 
Ccnjcrence to the contrary.? If they 
were not, all the Dr's Arguments 
are nothing ; if they were,, then he 


has given a very Honourable:Chara- 
cter of theſe excellent Men, that they 
preferred their Interelt to thei Con- 


ſciences, which if. any man can be- 
lieve, then I will engage to believe 
all the Arguments: in the Doctor's . 
Book. | _n + 


Before I end this, I ſh.ll offer. the. 
Dr. one Argument, and it 1s this : It. 
Pofletiion of Sovereign Power, contra- 
ry to Law, be God's Authority, and 
ought to be obeyed, then whatever So- 
vereign Power a Prince pollelles him- 
ſelf of, is likewiſe God's Authority. 
2nd ' onght to be obeyed: For, the 
formal Reaſon of Obedience to ſuch 
a Prince 1s, becauſe he hath God's 
Authority-; and the Evidence that he 


hath that Authority, 1s, becauſe he is - 


poſlefled of Sovereign Power. + And 


therefore, ſo faras a Prince can poſk(s 


himſelf of Sovereign Power, ſo far he 
hath God's Authority, and ought to be 
obeyed. Now I take it for granted, 
and the Dr. will not deny 1t, That to 
be Abſolute and Arbitrary is not incon- 
ſiſtent with the notion of Sovereign 
Power :, If therefore a-Prince in a 11- 
mited Monarchy, reſolves to be: Arbt- 
trary., (which the Dr. grants may 
very. eaſily be, -when he has all the 
Power of the Kingdom 11 his Hinds, 


Will the Law, and to exercuc an 1lle- 
gal Power, he muſt he obeyed, as 
God's Authority, whatſoever the Laws 
of the Land ſay to the contrary. For, 
the Dr. tells us, That when the Laws 


of the Land 'contradift the Laws of Pap. 52. . 


God, they areno Rule to w, but their 
Cb igarion muſt give place to Divane 
Autizerity* 1.e, When God gives a 
Min Authority; and that 1s{ accord- 
ding to him ) when he is by Provt- 


dence poſlefled of -it, he mult be. 


Refiſt. p. 


and mult nct-be refitted ) to make his 13% | 


obeyed, notwithitanding any Injuncti- 
on of Human Laws, -$v | that. if. a 


Judge ſwear to adminiſter; Jultice a+ 
cording to the. Laws, or, if; he - does 


not ſwear, he 1s obliged to it; yet if 
the King conimand him. to give Sette 
tence without Trial, or forms of Law 


he 4. a 
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place to the Authority of God, which 
the King is poſſeſſed of. And then, 


alas) what” will become of us, who 


refus'd to read the Declaration, and 
the Gentlemen of Magdalen Collepe ? 
we thought the Laws were our Rule, 
and they their Statutes, and fo it ſeems 
they were ; but if they contradicted 


the Authority of God as they did, if 


they contradicted the Power the King 
was poſlefled of , their Obligation 
ceaſed. Now, 1 fuppoſe, no body at 
that time diſputed K. 7's Power , if 
he had only commanded them to 
chuſe another Prefdent contrary to 
their Statutes and their Oaths , and 
had not been able to Cruſ them, 1f 
they refufed, ( the Dr's CharaGteriſtick 
of a Settlement in the Poſſeſſion of 
Power') then 'the Statutes were their 
Rule, and they were bound in Con- 


ſcience: to obſerve them; but if he 


were 'able to Cruſh them, ( as what 
he aCtually did he was'certainly able 
to do) then thew Obligation was to 


give. place to the Authority of God , 


manifeſted by Pofleflion of Power , 


_ and they were bound in Conſcience 


to obſerve his Command, contrary to 
their Statutes and Oaths, in obedience 
to God's Authority, which 1s ſuperior 


to them. | 


Now , this is a pretty plain-Caſe ; 
and if the Dr's Arguments be good, 
then we our felves, and the Fellows 
of Magdalen College, upon pretence 
of obeying the Laws, have only been 
diſobeying God's Authority.; for the 
-afſſuming an 1/legal Power 18 no more 
againſt the Laws , than [//egal and 
'Uſurped Powers ; and God, when he 
gives Authority , is confined -to our 
Laws and Conſtitution no more, in 
the extent of: Power, than in the Per- 
ſon ; and the only Evidence that we 
chaye , - that God gives it , is Pol- 
.effion of it by Providence 5 and 
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he'1s bound to do it, for the Obliga- 
| tron he has to the Laws muſt pive 


whatſoever Power a Prince 1s poſleſ(- 
ſed of, hath the ſame Evidence, and 
conſequently - is a Branch of the ſame 
Authority. And Arbitrary Power 1s 
not* inconſiſtent with the notion of 
Sovereign Power, and whatever Limi- 
tations of Government there are now 
in the World, they are only Limita- 
tions made by Human Laws, and of 
no' force againſt God's Authority : 
That is, in- ſhort, there can be-no- 
thing faid to juſtifie Obedience to a 
Poſſeflor of the Throne contrary tg 
Law, but what is of equal force to 
juſtifie Obedience to the exerciſe or 
aCts of Ilepal Porer, contrary to Law ; 
and the Conſcience 1s as much oblt- 
ged to one as to the other 3 and that 
13, That it is not the Laws of the 
Land, but the Power of the Prince, 
which is the Rule of Conſcience. 
And here is the plain Queſtion; 
Had the Gentlemen of Magdalen 
College complied with the Will and 
Power of the King, contrary to their 
Statutes and their Oaths, had they in 
ſo doing been perjured ? if they had, 
then the Laws are to be a Rule, 
contrary to the Poſſeſſion of Power, 
let that Poſſeſſion have never ſo much 
Providential Evidence of God's Autho- 
rity, and let the Perſon ſo poſlefled 
be never fo able to Cruſh them for 
Refuſal. But then it will follow, that 
all the Dr's Arguments of Pofleflion 
by Providence, contrary to Laws, will 
really -ſignifie very little :. for, How 
comes an Oath to Local Statutes to 
be of more force than an Oath of 
Allegiance? and, I would fain fee a 
Reaſon , why the Laws of a private 
College ſhould oblige the Members 
of that Society, more than the Laws 
of a Kingdom ſhould oblige the Sub- 
jects of that Kingdom. If it be ſaid, 
That though the King exerciſed an 
Illegal Powe, yet he has not throughly 
ſettled in the poſſeſſion of it, becauſe 
he had not a National Conſent to 
it: I fay ſo too, but then I hs 2 

wile, 


. Pag. 3: 


wiſe , that an illegal Power 1s not 
throughly ſettled, nor does 'bind the 
Subject to obedience, 'till it becomes 
Legal; for a National Conſent, may part 
with the Rights of a Nation, as well as 
the Conſent of a Prince: may part with 
his own Rights. And ther: it follows, 
that Poſſeſſton of Power, though there 


be Providence, and an Army 1n the' 
caſe, is not a Rule for Obedience to .. 
it, as to the Authority of God, but 

 - . -- Confirm what I have ſaid, -and\with a 


only the Legality of Power. | 
And thus I have examined all that 


the Dr. offers'from the Convocation _ 
Book, and incidentally the main Prin-- 
ciples and Arguments of his Book : 
And if what I have faid, be True, 
with Reſpect to the Convocation, *then, 
I have 'anſwer'd lis whole Book, by 
his own Confeſſion :for he tells ns, That 
I may not appear to be ſingular, and to 
ove It 
from the DoArines and Principles of 
tbe Church of England. But then, if 
he hath not prov'd it from the Do- 
ctrines of the Church of England,ashe 
hath not, if he have not prov'd it from 


advance Paradoxes, IT ſhall 


the Convocation, then by his own Con- 
feſlion he is ſingular, and advances Pa- 


radoxes; and I hope Paradoxes do not 
need to be anſwered, let People that 
write them, challenge as much as they 
pleaſe : And as for Singularity, Icon- - 
feſs he has ſome Company, but fuch, 
as he hath no great need to be proud 
of; Fohn Goodwyn, and Eaton, and 
Fhree or Four more ſuch as They, 
have maintain'd the very ſame ; and he 
ugh as well have challenged us to 
Anſwer them, . and 'it had been.to as 
much Purpoſe ; for they have the ve- 
ry ſame Arguments. But one would 
have thought amongſt Men of the 
Church of England; the very Naming 
them , would have been. Anſwering 
them. But: for any other iyany Age; 


I believe it would be hard to*find any 


 ipgle judicious Man , who. has ever 
own'd'DisPrinciples, or:Sence of Scri- 
pture, and any man that hath eyor 


(47) 
' heard of © this Diſtintion , Tjrannus" 
ſine Titulo, © Tyranmu exercitio, is\ 


Uh 


able to diſcover. the Novelty of the. 
Dr's Principles ; and that he does no- 
thing but maintain Paradoxes, if to 


maintain Opinions contrary to the ge- 


neral Senſe of Mankind, : be to main- 
tain Paradoxes, . 


I ſhall conclude with the Dr. as I did 
with the "Author, with a Quotation to 


Requelt to him 3 F150 
- Firſt, My Quotation 'ſhall'be out 


of Dr. Sherlotk's' Caſe of. Reſiſtance, 
MEMO 


_ 11s; the Power, of #iffarians Re- 


bels "and. Dſurpets '- from 'God 2 


Djd'- OLIVER CROMWEL. 


receive . bs Power from God, 


then it ſeems it was unlawful to- 


Refift him toa, or #0 Conſpire 4 


gainſt him : Then all thoſe Loyal. 
Subjets, who refuſed to ſubmit 
to him, when be had pot the- 
POWER into bis Hands, were- 


Rebels and Traitors © 


* To this I Anſwer > 
| That the moſt proſperous Re- 


bel ws not the Higher Powers, 


while the NATURAL 


PRINCE, to whom weowe- 


Obedience and Subjetion 1" in 


being : - And therefore, tho ſuch 
Men may pet- the Power into- 


their bands by God's Permiſſion, 


\ yeruot Gy God's Ordinance ; and: 


he.who reſiſts them, does not Re- 


ht the\Qrdinencexf Gat; hut ybe-;-. 
grad wad bgrbe;;, 
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fary Kingdoms, the King never 
azes, but the [ance Minute that 
- the! Natural Perſon of one. ' King 


diet, "the Crown deſcends upon the. 
of. Bing, and el be. 
go the Father, 


next '0 
" who Rebelleth 
' and Murders continues a- 
Rebel in the, Reign "of the Son, 


which Comphoners with | bis, Fa- 
thers. Death... ; 5, \,, ret 
Now the Dr. may of perhaps, if 
he has renounced. this : )But-it may be 
true enough, for all that, and ſo 1t is. 
for any thing ; he hath- faid to the con-| 
trary in his New Book; But to fatisfie 
tim, T do not quote it for is Autho- 
rity; for whatever his y is, his 
Authority: ig'not fomuchi, and:1I fup- 
poſe he doesnotz expect it:; But I 5.2 
it, becauſe it.1s true, and.isa p lain de- 
claration of the ſence of the. Ginirch of 
Fa wage at that time; 'far this Paſ- 
_ ny Was never Ages qations, el he 
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hath now done it himſelf. - And 1 be- 


lieve, ſhould. any. man at that time, 


have but ask'd bim the Queſtion, con- 
cerning his preſent Opinions and Pra- 


ctices, he-wguld have returned ſuch, an 


anſwer, as H 

he Prephetical 
things , whichhe afterwards - aCtually 
did, Is thy ſervant a - "that he 


ael gave to Eliſha, when 


ſhould do this great thin ! But Ha 


oF afterwards changed his. mind, and 
0 has the Dr, Fn 
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2" My Requeſt to fans is, that, when 


he next. publiſhes a Book, he: will not 


told him of thoſe - 
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put ſuch an Afertion in the Preface : 


Tho T refuſed the Oaths, I foo en- 
gaged in any Fattion-againſt 3t : Ine- 


wer” {ad it my bu my to. diſſuade 
men from #t., & 


ry long time, 24 (ig bo Jy, or other, 


tice of it; and when. they fee ſuch, a 


bold Ailertion i in the Preface, they may 


be apt to chang that all Ls Book 3 Is 
the {Ae Piece. . .. 
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